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PREFACE. 


I  xmdertook  this  work  because  I  believed  the  young 
men  of  the  legal  profession  desired  a  handbook  to 
guide  them  in  the  prosecution  and  defence  of  Suits 
in  Equity. 

The  matter  of  the  volume  has  been  prepared  and 
arranged  "with  especial  reference  to  this  object. 

In  the  first  book,  I  have  traced  the  History  of  9» 
Suit  in  Equity,  from  its  beginning,  through  its  various 
stages,  to  a  final  decree ;  in  this  general  review,  merely 
referring  incidentally  to  such  proceedings  as  do  not 
necessarily  enter  into  every  suit.  In  the  second  book, 
I  have  treated  at  length  of  these  Proceedings,  and  also 
of  the  Proceedings  subsequent  to  a  Decree,  of  Inter- 
locutory Applications,  and  other  matters  not  embraced 
in  the  first. 

The  Appendix  contains  a  variety  of  Forms  of  Plead- 
ings in  Equity,  some  of  which  have  been  selected  from 
published  volumes  of  precedents,  others  were  written 
for  this  work,  and  others  again  are  copies  of  Equity 
Pleadings  actually  used  in  the  progress  of  causes  in 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Richmond,  and  in  the  United 
States  Circuit  Court  held  in  this  city.     The  Appendix 
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also  contains  a  Summary  of  the  more  important  de- 
cisions iiffecting  questions  of  Equity  Practice  and 
Pleading,  made  by  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  Virginia 
and  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

I  take  pleasure  in  acknowledging  my  indebtedness 
to  Mr.  Biehard  Milton  Cary,  Deputy  Clerk  of  the 
Bichmond  Circuit  Court,  as  well  as  to  Mr.  Philip  Mayo, 
Clerk  of  the  United  States  Circuit  Court  held  in  this 
city,  for  the  kind  aid  they  have  rendered  me,  in  fur- 
nishing copies  of  Pleadings  and  Decrees  in  their 
respective  Courts,  which  have  been  used  as  the  basis 
of  many  of  the  Forms  contained  in  this  volume. 

A-  H.  SANDS. 

Riehmondy  AjprU  X5thj  1654. 
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The  general  rule  laid  down  in  the  books  in  relation  to  the 
Juns^ction  of  Equity  Courts^  is  to  the  effect  that  these 
Courts  will  always  entertain  jurisdiction  in  eases  of  rights 
recognized  and  protected  by  the  municipal  jurisprudence^ 
where  a  plain,  adequate,  and  complete  remedy  cannot  be  had 
in  Courts  of  Common  Law.  The  line  of  jurisdiction  em-  r 
braced  by  this  rule  cannot  be  drawn  with  entire  precision, 
and  the  attempt  to  define  its  exact  limits  will  not  be  made 
here ;  but  it  may  be  proper  to  state  that  there  are  many  cases 
in  which  a  party,  now  having  a  full  and  complete  remedy  at 
Law^  may  yet  obtun  relief  of  a  Court  of  Equity.  These  aref 
cases,  in  which  originally  such  relief  waE>  not  aibrded  by 
Oouris  c^  Common  Law;  and  the  juiWsetikm  hating  once 
atttached  in  Equity  for  want  of  a  remedy  at  Law,  it  renuiins 
there  until  taken  away  by  positive  statutes.  Thua,  in  the 
Yh^inia  State  Courts,  though  a  pajrty  in  an  action  at  law 
may  compel  a  disoov^  from  the  defendant  in  answer  to  intet* 
rogatories  ae  to  sooh  matters  as  he  may  properly  inquire  into,» 
yet  Courts  of  Equity  will  entertain  jurifldietion  of  a  bill  €i 
discovery  filed  for  the  purpose  of  compelling  discovery  in 
fi«ich  a  ease. 

The  subjieets  of  Equity  JuriadietiDn  have  been  classified  in 
a  variety  of  methods.  Mr.  Maddoz  adopts  in  his  treatise 
^e  following  ekaaification  :  Ist,  Accident  and  mistake;  y 
2d,  Account;  8d,  Fraud;  4th,  Infants;  5th,  Specific  per- 
formance of  a^eements;  and,  6th,  Trusts.  Lord  Coke  had 
^oneviously  enum^ated  the  subjects  of  Equity  Jurisdiction  aih 
^*  matters  of  fraud,  accident,  and  trust."    Neither  of  th6s6 

1  See  Code  of  Virginia,  ohftp.  176,  aectioni  38,  39,  40. 
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divisions  embraces  classes  of  subjects  which  form  no  small 
part  of  the  business  of  Equity  Courts ;  as  for  example,  the 
remedies  by  the  writ  of  injunction,  ne  exeat,  and  the  like, 
and  ty  bill  of  discovery,  mentioned  before.  The  classification 
of  Mr.  Fonblanque  is  more  generally  approved  of,  and  seems 
to  be  much  more  accurate  and  comprehensive.  That  writer 
divides  the  jurisdiction  of  Equity  Courts  into  three  classes : 
1st,  The  jurisdiction  which  they  exercise  concurrent  with 
Courts  of  Common  Law ;  2d,  Their  jurisdiction  auxiliary  to 
Courts  of  Law ;  and,  3d,  Their  exclusive  jurisdiction.  This 
division  is  adopted  by  Justice  Story.  His  Treatise  on  Equity 
Jurisprudence  is  in  the  hands  of  every  student,  and  to  that 
the  reader  is  referred  for  the  filling  up  of  the  outline  here 
marked  out. 

Equity  does  not  entertain  jurisdiction  over  Criminal  Pro- 
ceedings, save  that  under  special  circumstances  it  will  restrain 
a  public  nuisance.  In  all  other  matters,  criminal  cognizance 
is  restricted  to  Courts  of  Common  Law. 

There  is  a  peculiarity  attending  Pleadings  in  Equity  which 
deserves  to  be  particularly  noted  at  the  threshhold  of  this 
work.  It  is  this :  in  Courts  of  Common  Law,  the  immediate 
parties  to  the  action  are  not'  always  the  only  parties  int^ested 
in  the  issfae ;  indeed,  in  many  cases,  they  are  less  interested 
than  others  who  are  not  parties,  and  cannot  properly  be  made 
such.  In  Equity,  however,  this  is  not  the  case-  Th^re,  as  a 
genersjf  rule,  all  persons  materially  interested  in  the  subject 
^hould  be  parties  to  the  suit,  either  as  plaintiffs  or  defen- 
dants.*   And  so,  also,  in  the .  arrangement  of  parties  plaintiff 


2  This  general  rule  admits  of  exception  in  the  following,  among  other, 
cases :  1st.  When  the  neoeasary  parties  are  unknown,  and  the  hill  itself 
seeks  a  discovery  of  them.  2d.  When  a  person  who  would  ordina- 
rily he  a  party  is  heyond  the  jnrisdiction  of  the  Coiirt,  provided 
that  no  decree  is  sought  which  would  prejudice  his  rights;  and  that 
the  merits  of  the  controversy  can  he  fully  ascertained  without  liis 
presence.  3d.  When  the  parties  arc  so  numerous  that  it  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  to  unite  them  in  one  Eiiit ; — this  latter  class  ad- 
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and  defendant  there  is  a  &rtk6r  difference  between  actions  at 
Law  and  suits  in  Equity.  In  the  former,  the  same  reason 
which  requires  that  the  immediate  disputants  be  the  only 
parties  at  law,  also  requires  their  arrangement  to  be  such  that 
all  the  plaintiffs  shall  support  one  side,  and  all  the  defendants 


mittmg  of  several  sabdivisions:  (1.)  Where  the  question  is  one  of  common 
interest^  and  one  or  more  sue  or  defend  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  creditors  of  a  deceased  debtor,  when  one  or  more  may  sue 
on  their  own  behalf  and  that  of  the  remaining  creditors.  (2.)  Where  the 
parties  form  a  voluntarj  association  for  private  or  public  purposes,  and 
those  who  sue  or  defend  may  be  fairly  presumed  to  represent  the  rights 
and  interests  of  the  whole.  (3.)  Where  the  parties  are  so  numerous  that 
it  would  be  impracticable  to  bring  them  all  before  the  Court,  although 
ihey  hare  separate  and  distinct  interests.  Barton's  Suit  in  Equity  by 
Holoombe,  47.  See  on  the  subject  of  Parties,  1  Dan.  Gh.  Pr. ;  Story's 
Equity  Pleadings;  Calvert  on  Parties;  also  Rules  of  United  States  Su- 
preme Court,  published  in  Appendix  to  this  volume. 

Kon. — It  is  a  general  rule,  subject  to  very  few  exceptions,  that  there  is 
no  sort  or  condition  of  persons  but  may  sue  in  Courts  of  Equity.  The 
exceptions  are  as  follows :  For  mere  personal  demands  an  alien  may 
institute  a  suit  in  these  Courts,  provided  he  be  not  an  alien  enemy ;  (see 
1  Pet.  C.  C.  B.  106;)  but  it  is  clear  that  an  alien,  having  no  right  to  acquire 
real  property,  would  not  be  entitled  to  sue  in  Equity  to  establish  such 
right.  It  may  be  a  matter  of  question  whether  an  outlaw  could  institute 
a  suit  in  Equity  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  or  in  the  United  States  Courts; 
In  the  Virginia  State  Courts  the  weight  of  the  positive  statutes  of  the 
State  in  regard  to  outlawry  would  seem  to  favor  the  institution  of  a 
suit,  either  by  himself  or  another;  but  it  is  possible  that  public  policy 
-would  inhibit  him,  or  another  for  him  from  asserting  any  claim  In  a  court 
of  justice,  and  the  Courts  might  so  determine.  The  question  has  not 
been  settled,  and  this  intimation  of  its  probable  issue  is  expressed  with  many 
misgivings  as  to  the  result.  There  are  other  exceptions  to  the  general 
role  above  noted.  These  are  persons  who,  though  not  prevenfed  from 
floing,  are  incapacitated  from  suing  alone,  as  infants,  idiots,  persons  of 
weak  minds,  or  Imbeciles,  and  married  women.  Infants,  and  in  most 
oases,  married  women,  assert  their  rights  in  Courts  of  Equity  by  a  next 
/riend,  who  usually  is  a  relative,  but  not  necessarily  such.  Married 
women  may  sometimes  assert  their  rights  in  their  own  names  and  alone ; 
but  these  cases  are  rare.  For  the  assertion  of  rights  on  behalf  of  lunatics, 
persons  of  weak  minds,  or  imbeciles,  their  committees  should  institute  suit. 
The  committees  of  convicts  in  the  State  of  Virginia  also  sue,  instead  of  the 
oonvlots  themselves. 
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the  other  side  of  the  question  in  issue.  In  Equity,  it  is  only 
requisite  that  the  interests  of  the  plaintiffs  be  consistent,  and 
it  is  immaterial  that  the  defendants  are  in  conflict  with  each 
other,  or  that  some  of  their  claims  are  identical  with  those  of 
the  plaintiffs.^ 

Equitable  jurisdiction  is,  in  England,  chiefly  exercised  by 
the  Court  of  Chancery. 

The  United  States  Circuit  Courts  exercise  all  the  original 
jurisdiction  in  Equity  causes,  with  which  the  Federal  Courts 
of  the  Union  are  invested  by  the  Federal  Constitution.  (See 
11th  section  of  Act  of  Congress,  September  24th,  1789.) 
These  Courts  entertain  original  jurisdiction  concurrent  with 
•  the  Courts  of  the  several  States,  of  all  suits  in  Equity,  where 
the  matter  in  dispute,  exclusive  of  costs,  amounts  to  the  sum 
or  value  of  five  hundred  dollars,  and  the  United  States  are 
plaintiffs,  or  an  alien  is  a  party,  or  the  suit  is  between  a 
citizen  of  the  State  in  which  the  suit  is  brought  and  the 
citizen  of  another  State.  (See  11th  section  of  Act  of  Con- 
gress of  September  24th,  1789.*)  These  Courts,  also,  enter- 
tain jurisdiction  in  all  cases,  brought  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  granting  to  authors  or  inventors  the  benefit  of 
their  writings  or  inventions. 

In  the  State  of  Virginia,  original  Equity  jurisdiction  is 
exercised  by  the  County  and  Corporation  Courts,  and  by  the 
Circuit  Courts  of  the  State,  The  Circuit  Qourts  have  original 
jurisdiction  concurrent  with  the  County  or  Corporation  Courts 
in  all  Equity  causes,^  and,  besides,  there  are  cases  especially 
committed  to  the  charge  of  the  Circuit  Courts,  such  as  bills 
for  divorce,f  and  the  sale  of  lands  of  persons  under  disability 
under  the  128th  chapter  of  the  -  Code   of  Virginia.     The 

■        111  «■  II  l.l.lll.l»..l«l  .llll.!  -i|ll..l  . 

3  Adams's  Equity,  312. 

4  This  act  provides  that  such  saits,  if  first  instituted  in  the  State 
Courts,  may  be  removed  therefrom  to  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts, 
upon  petition.    See  12th  section  of  Act,  Story's  Laws  U.  S.,  vol.  1,  p.  27. 

s  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  128,  sec.  3.  flbid.  chap.  109,  sec.  8. 
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County  and  Corporation  Courts  have  original  jurisdiction  in 
all  causes  in  Equity^  except  in  causes  to  recover  property  or 
money,  not  of  greater  value  or  amount  than  twenty  dollars, 
and  except  such  cases  as  are  by  law  specially  assigned  to  some 
other  tribunal.^ 

The  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  these  several  tribunals  will 
be  treated  of  in  the  chapter  on  Appeals  in  the  subsequent 
Volume. 

^■■■■■■■■11  II      Mfc  —  ■        »  I        ■         ■  ■  g  »■■     I       ■!    ■    ^1  ^^    ■      I        »■  »l«.»^.l         11  IIP!  ■■!■■■■ 

6  Code  of  Virginia,  ohap.  127|  sec.  3. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

Qf  Commmoement  of  Suit  in  Virginia  State  Courts; 
and  of  the  Mutes  and  Proceedings  in .  the  Clerk* s 
Office  in  these  Courts  anterior  to  filing  of  BiU  or 
Information. 

HOW  SUITS  INSTITUTED. 

|1.  In  England,  it  18  the  practice  to  institute  muts  in 
eqiuty  by  first  filing  the  bill  or  information :  a  bill,  when 
the  claim  preferred  is  on  behalf  of  a  subject ;  an  infor- 
mation, when  exhibited  on  behalf  of  the  crown.  Here^ 
the  practice  is  somewhat  difiTerent.  Ordinarily,*  suits 
in  equity  are  begun  in  the  Virginia  State  Coi^ts  in  like 
manner  with  actions  at  law,  by  placing  with  the  clerk 
of  the  court  in  which  the  suit  is  iQStituted  a  memoran- 
dum setting  forth  the  names  of  the  parties  complainant 
and  defendant,,  and  directing  a  summons^  to  issue, 

*  As  to  in^nnafeioB  billB,  irrttt  of  ««  exeaif  and  sulis  inttitnted  in  UaiHed 
BtelM  Cironit  Oonrtfl^  aee  sabsequent  chapUra  of  thii  work. 

'  Pormeily  the  writ  used  was  a  mlpoenck.    The  Code  of  Tir^nia  has  8nl>- 
s^tut^d  in  p}aoe  of  th.e  subpoena  the  writ  of  Bninmoi»8.^^ha]^.  170,  aee.  5.. 
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i'eturnable  within  ninety  *days  after  its  date,  to  some 
rule  day  or  to  the  first  day  of  next  term  of  the  conrt, 
^his  memorandum  is  as  follows : 

To  the  Chrk  of  the Court  for  the  City  (or  County) 

(^—t      ... 
A.  B.  and  C*  D.,         .  -  .  Plaintiffs, 

against 
R.  H.  and  J.  W.,        .  -  -  Defendants. 

Issue  summons  in  Chancery  to rules,  (or,  to  the 

first  day  of  the  next  term  of  the  court.) 

G.  M.,  p.  q. 

i  '  • 

§  2.  Upon  the  filing  of  this  mfeiHorandum,  the  clerk 
will  issue  a  summons .  in  conformity  to  its  directions. 
This  summons  is  as  follows  :^ 

Th^  Commonwealth  of  Virginia, 

To  the  Sheriff  of County,  greetings 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  summon  R.  H.  and 
J.  W.  to  appear  at  the  clerk's  office  of  our  circuit 
<50urt  of  tho  city  (or  county)  of  — — ,  at  the  rulies-  to  be 
holden  for  tihe  said  court,  on  the  first  Monday  in  ■  '  ■ 
next,  to  answer  a  bill  in  chancery,  exhibited  against 
tbeitL  in  the  said  oourt  by  A.  B.  k  0.  D;  And  have 
then  there  this  writ. 

Witness,  J.  E.^  Clerk  of  our  said  court,  at  the 

- — ^  day  of  •— — ,  18—,  and  in  the      >■  '  year  of  the 

Commonwealth. 

J.  B.,  Clerk. 

9  In  England,  if  a  defendant  be  a  peer  of  the  realm  or  entitled  to  the 
privilege  of  peerage,  he  has  a  right,  before  a  subpoena  is  issued  against 
him,  to  be  informed  by  letter  from  the  lord  cfaanoelloE  of  the  biU  having 
been  filed ;  this  letter  is  called  a  letter  miflaire>  and  mtmt  be  aeeompMiia4 
by  a  copy  of  the  bUl.  Here  there  is  no  difference  ^i  the  character  of  the 
.prooessi  whatever  the  office  and  position  the  defendant -holds. 
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§  3.  The  fiummons  may  be  executed  on  or  before  the 
Return  day  by  delivering  copies  to  each  of  the  defend- 
ants.* It  may  be  served  by  an  officer  or  by  another 
person.  When  served  by  an  officer,  his  return  thereon 
that  "  the  within  summons  has  been  executed  by  deliv- 
ering a  copy  of  the  same  to  each  of  the  parties  defend- 
ant "  will  suffice  ;^  when  served  by  another  person,  an 
affidavit  of  the  service  is  required.* 

§  4.  If  a  ^arty  defendant  be  not  found  at  his  Usual 
place  of  abode,  the  summons  may  be  executed  by  deliv- 
ering a  copy  and  giving  information  of  its  purport,  to 
his  wife,  or  any  white  person  found  there,  who  is  a 
member  of  his  family  and  above  the  age  of  sixteen 
years ;  or,  if  neither  he  nor  his  wife,  nor  any  such 
white  person,  be  found  there,  by  leaving  a  copy  of  the 
summons  posted  at  the  front  door  of  his  abode.* 

§  5.  The  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  170,  sec.  7,  pre- 
scribes the  mode  of  service  of  summons  upon  a  corpo- 
ration as  follows :  "  It  shall  be  sufficient  to  serve  any 
process  against,  or  notice  to  a  corporation,  on  its  mayor, 
rector,  president,  or  other  chief  officer,  or  in  his  absence 
from  the  coifnty  or  corporation  in  which  he  resides,  or 
in  which  is  the  principal  office  of  the  corporation, 
against  or  to  which  the  process  or  notice  is,  if  it  be  a 
city  or  town,  on  the  president  of  the  council  or  board 
of  trustees,  or  in  his  absence,  on  the  recorder  or  any 


3  The  seirioe  of  the  summons  against  hushand  and  wife  on  husband 
Blone  is  ordinarily  a^good  service ;  2  John.  Ch.  Rep.  139,  but  where  the 
plaintifF  is  seeking  satisfaction  out  of  the  separate  estate  of  wife,  there 
should  be  separate  serrice  upon  her. 

4  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  170,  see.  2. 

&  Ibid.,  chap.  170,  see.  6,  and  chap  167,  se^.  1. 
« Ibid.,  ohap.  167,  sec.  1. 
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alderm^  or  trustee;  and  if  it  be  not  a  city  or  town, 
on  tlie  cashier  or  treasurer ;  and  if  there  be  none  such, 
or  he  be  absent,  on  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors, 
trustees  or  visitors.  If  the  case  be  against  a  bank  of 
circulation,  and  be  in  a  county  or  corporation  wherein 
the  bank  has  a  branch,  service  on  the  president  or 
cashier  of  such  branch  bank  shall  be  sufficient ;  and  if 
the  case  be  against  some  other  corporation  than  a  bank 
and  there  be  not  in  the  county  or  corporation  wherein 
it  is  commenced,  any  other  person  on  whom  there  can 
be  service  as  aforesaid,  service  on  an  agent  of  the  cor- 
poration against  which  the  case  is,  and  publication  of  a 
copy  of  the  process  or  notice  as  an  prder  is  published 
under  the  eleventh  section  of  this  chapter,  shall  together 
be  sufficient.  Service  on  any  person  under  this  section, 
shall  be  in  the  county  or  corporation  in  which  he  re- 
sides ;  and  the  return  shall  shew  this,  and  state  on  whom 
and  when  the  service  was,  otherwise  the  service  shall 
not  be  valid." 

§  6.  The  rules  are  opened  in  the  clerk's  office  on  the 
first  Monday  in  every  month,  except  w^hen  a  term  of  a 
circuit  court  or  a  quarterly  term  of  a  county  or  corpo- 
ration court  commences  on  that  day,  or  either  of  the 
two  following  days,  or  on  the  preceding.  Thursday,  Fri- 
day and  Saturday ;  in  either  of  which  eoarts  the  rules 
will  be  held  on  the  last  ^onday,  in  the  next  preceding 
month.  The  rules  may  continue  open  three  days.  At 
the  rules  all  steps  are  taken  necessary  to  mature  the 
suit  for  the  hearing  of  the  court,  and  it  not  unfrequently 
happens  that  an  end  is  here  put  to  a  suit  iii  the  clerk's 
office  before  it  has  come  under  the  eye  of  the  court. 

§  7.  Thus,  the  plaintiff  may  dismiss  his  suit  at  the 
rules :  or  by  his  neglect  he  may 'incur  6.  dismission,  or 
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the  suit  may  abate  at  roles  by  operation  of  law:  or  the 
defendant  may  confess  a  decree  in  the  clerk's  office  for 
so  much  principal  and  interest  as  the  plaintiff  may  be 
willing  to  accept  a  decree  for/ 

WHEN   SUIT  DISMISSED  AT  RULES. 

§  8.  A  defendant  may  appear  at  the  rules,  at  which 
the  process  against  him  is  returnable,  or  if  it  be  return^ 
able  in  term,  at  the  first  rule  day  after  the  return  day, 
and  if  the  bill  be  not  then  filed,  may  give  a  rule  for  the 
plaintiff  to  file  the  same.  If  the  plaintiff  fail  to  file 
his  bill  at  the  succeeding  rule  day,  after  a  rule  has  been 
given  him  by  a  party  defendant  to  file  it,  he  will  be 
non-suited  and  required  to  pay  the  defendant  fiye  dol- 
lars beside  bis  Oosts.^ 

§  9.  if  the  plaintiff  suffer  three  months  to  elapse 
after  the  summons  is  returned  executed  as  to  any  one 
or  more  of  the  defendants,  without  filing  his  bill,  the 
elelrk  will  enter  his  suit  dismissed,  although  none  of  the 
defendants  may  have  appeared.' 

WHEN  SUIT  ABATES  AT  RULES. 

§  10.  YThen  a  summons  to  itnswer  a  bill  is  against  a 
defendant,  whom  the  officer  (receiving  it)  knows  not  to 
reside  in  his  county  or  corporation,  the  officer,  unless 
he  find  him  therein  before  the  return  day,  should 
return  him'  a  non-resident;  and  if  the  court  has  juris- 
diction simply  on  the  ground  of  such  defendant's  resi- 
dence in  the  county  or  corporation,  the  suit  will  abate 
as  to  that  defendant. ^^ 


7  Code  of  Va.,  chap.  171|  see.  41.  sibicL,  chap.  171,  seo.  5. 

•  Ibid^,  chap.  171y  seo.  6.  loibid.,  chap.  171,  sec.  7. 


CHAPTER  II. 


Of  the  several  hinds  of  Bills;  of  the  matter  and  form 
of  BtUsy  and  of  Informations. 

SEVERAL   KINDS   OF  BILLS. 

§  11.  The  several  kinds  of  bills  have  been  usually 
considered  as  capable  of  being  arranged  under  three  gene- 
ral heads.  First.  Original  bills,  which  relate  to  some 
matter  not  before  litigated  in  the  court  by  the  same 
persons  standing  in  the  same  interests.  8eeofid\  Bills  not 
original,  which  are  either  an  addition  to,  or  a  contin- 
uance of,  an  original  bill,  or  both.  Third,  Bills,  which 
though  occasioned  by  or  seeking  the  benefit  of  a  former 
bill  or  of  a  decision,  made  upon  it,  or  attempting  to 
obtain  a  reversal  of  a  decision,  are  not  considered  as  a 
continuance  of  the  former  bill,  but  in  the  nature  of 
original  bills.  And  thou^  this  arrangement  is  not 
perhaps  the  most  perfect,  yet,  as  it  is  nearly  just,  and 
has  been  very  generally  adopted  in  argument  and  in  the 
book^  of  reports  and  of  practice,  it^will  be  convenient 
to  treat  of  the  different  kinds  "of  bills  with  reference 
to  it. 

'^  §12.  First.  A  bill  may  pray  relief  against  an  injiary 
suffered,  or  only  seek  the  assistance  of  the  court  to  en- 
able the  plaintiff  to  defend  himself  against  a  possible 
future  injury,  or  to  support  or  defend  a  suit  in  a  court 
of  ordinary  jurisdiction.    Original  bills  have,  therefore, 


.7 
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been  again  divided  into  bills  praying  relief,  and  bills  not 
praying  relief.  An  original  bill  praying  relief  may  be, 
1.  A  bill  praying  the  decree  or  order  of  the  court 
touching  some  right  claimed  by  the  person  exhibiting 
the  bill,  in  opposition  to  some  right  claimed  by  the  per- 
son against  whom  the  bill  is  exhibited.  2.  A  bill  of 
interpleader,  where  the  person  exhibiting  the  bill  claims 
no  right  in  opposition  to  the  rights  claimed  by  the  per- 
sons against  whom  the  bill  is  exhibited,  but  prays  the 
decree  of  the  court  touching  the  rights  of  those  persons, 
for  the  safety  of  the  person  exhibiting  the  bill.  3.  A 
bill  praying  the  writ  of  certiorari^  to  remove  a  cause 
from  an  inferior  court  of  equity.  An  original  bill  not 
praying  relief  may  be,  1.  A  bill  to  perpetuate  the  testi- 
mony of  witnesses.  2.  A  bill  fop  discovery  of  facts 
resting  within  the  knowledge  of  the  person  against  whom 
the  biU  is  exhibited,  or  of  deeds,.writmgs  or  other  things 
in  his  custody  or  poMrer. 

§  18.  Second.  A  suit  imj^erfect  in  its  frame,  or  become 
so  by  accident  before  its  end  has  been  obtained,  may 
in  many  cases  be  rendered  perfect  by  a  new  bill,  which 
is  not  considered  as  an  original  bill,  but  merely  as  an 
addition  to,  or  a  continuance  of,  the  former  bill,  or  both. 
A  bill  of  this  kind  may  be,  1.  A  supplemental  bill, 
which  is  merely  an  addition  to  the  original  bill.  2.  A 
bill  of  revivor,  which  is  a  continuance  of  the  original 
bill,  when  by  death  some  party  to  it  has  become  incapa- 
ble of  prosecuting  or  defending  a  suit,  or  a  female 
plaintiff  has  by  marriage  incapacitated  herself  from 
suing  alone.*     3.   A  bill  both  of  revivor  and  supple- 

I —  —    I       i_j.i  —  ---  -  

1  This  bin  is  rarely,  if  wtr,  used  in  America,  and  is  not  of  very  fre- 
quent ooonrrence  in  England. 

sBillB  of  Tevivor  simply  are  very  rare  in  Virginia.  Snits  are  re- 
Tived  here,  by  the  writ  of  mre  faeicu,  when  the  party  who  dies,  or,  if  a 
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ment,  Tfhich  eontinues  a  suit  upon  an  abatement,  and 
supplies  defects  arisen  from  some  event  subsequent  to 
the  institution  of  the  suit. 

§  14.  Third,  Bills  for  the  purposes  of  cross  litigation 
of  matters  already  depending  before  the  court,  of  con- 
troverting, suspending,  avoiding,  or  carrying  into  execu- 
tion a  judgment  of  the  court,  or  of  obtaining  the  benefit 
of  a  suit  which  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  add  to  or 
continue  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  any  defects  in  it, 
have  been  generally  considered  under  the  head  of  bills 
in  the  nature  of  original  bills,  though  occasioned  by  or 
seeking  the  benefit  of  former  bills;  and  may  be,  1.  A 
cross  bill  exhibited  by  the  defendant  in  a  former  bill 
against  the  plaintiff  in  the  same  bill,  tou<^hing  some 
matter  in  litigation  in  the  first  bill.  2.  A  bill  of  review 
to  examine  and  reverse  a  decree  made  upon  a  former 
bill.  3.  A  bill  in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of  revieir, 
brought  by  the  person  not  bound  by  the  former  decree. 

4.  A  bill  to  impeach  a  decree  upon  the  ground  of  fraud. 

5.  A  bill  to  suspend  the  operation  of  a  decree  on  spe- 
cial circumstances,  or  to  avoid  it  on  the  ground  of 
matter  arisen  subsequent  to  it.  6.  A  bill  to  carry  & 
decree  made  in  a  former  suit  into  execution.  7.  A  bill 
in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of  revivor,  to  obtain  the  benefit^ 
of  a  suit  after  abatement  in  certain  cases  which  do  not 
admit  of  a  continuance  of  the  original  bill.  8.  A  bill 
in  the  nature  of  a  supplemental  bill,  to  obtain  the  benefit 
of  a  suit,  either  after  abatement  in  other  cases  which 
do  not  admit  of  a  continuance  of  th6  original  bill,  or 


female  that  marriei,  is  a  defendant — when  the  party  who  dies  or  i^Bmale 
marrying  ia  a  plaintiff,  the  person  or  persons  for  whom  A  ^eirefsteicu  adgKi 
be  sued  oat  may,  without  notice  or  scire  facias,  move  that  the  suit  proeeed 
in  his  or  their  name. — See  Code  of  Virginia^  ohap.  173,  see;  3. 
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after  the  suit  is  become  defective  without  abatement  in 
cases  which  do  not  admit  of  a  supplemental  bill  to  sup- 
ply that  defect.* 

MATTER  OF   BILL. 

§  15.  Every  bill  should  state  the  right,  title  or  claim 
of  the  plaintiflF  with  accuracy  and  clearness ;  and  should, 
in  like  manner,  state  the  injury  or  grievance  of  which 
he  complains  and  the  relief  which  he  asks  of  the  court.* 

§  16.  Every  fact  essential  to  the  plaintiff's  title  to 
maintain  the  bill  and  obtain  the  relief  must  be  stated 
in  the  bill,  otherwise  the  defect  will  be  fatal ;  no  facts 
are  properly  in  issue  unless  charged  in  the  bill.^ 

§  17.  The  bill  must  show  sufficient  matters  of  fact  jper 
se  to  maintain  the  case,  and  if  it  be  defective  in  this  the 
bill  will  be  dismissed.*  This  rule  has  been  carried  to 
the  extent  that  if  several  persons  join  in  filing  a  bill 
and  it  appears  that  one  of  them  has  no  interest,  the  bill 
will  be  open  to  demurrer  though  it  appear  that  all  the 
other  plaintiffs  have  an  interest  in  the  matter  and  a 
right  to  institute  a  suit  concerning  it.^ 

§  18.  In  all  cases  the  bill  must  show  that  the  parties 
defendant  are  in  some  way  liable  to  the  plaintiff's  de- 
*mand,'^  or  tliat  they  have  some  interest  in  the  subject 
of  the  suit,^  and  it  must  further  show  that  there  is  such 
a  privity  between  the  parties  defendant  and  the  plain- 
tiff as  entitles  him  to  sue  them.^ 

§  19.  Care  should  be  taken  not  to  attempt  to  embrace 
in  the  same  bill  too  many  objects.    It  is  a  rule  of  Equity 


*  The  foregoing  part  of  this  chapter  has,  with  some  modifications^  been 
taken  from  the  text  of  Lord  Bedesdale. 

3  Story's  Eq.  Plea.|  284.  4  Ibid.,  295.  BjCitf.  piea.,  125. 

« 1  Pr.  Wms.,  595.    1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  414.  ^  Mitf.  Plea.,  132. 

8  Ibid.^  130.  flihid.,  129  j  1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  427. 
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that  two  or  more  distinct  subjects  cannot  be  combined 
in  one  suit.  An  offence  against  this  rule  is  termed 
multifariousness  and  will  render  a  bill  liable  to  demur- 
rer ;^^  but  it  should  be  observed  that  this  rule  will  only 
apply  where  a  plaintiff  claims  several  matters  of  dif- 
ferent natures  by  the  same  bill; — ^where  one  general 
right  only  is  claimed  by  the  bill,  though  the  defendants 
have  separate  and  distinct  interests,  a  demurrer  will 
not  hold." 

§  20.  A  bill  should  not  contain  statements  oi"  charges 
which  are  scandalous  or  impertinent.^^  Scandal  consists 
in  the  allegation  of  anything  which  is  unbecoming  the 
dignity  of  the  court  to  hear,  or  is  contrary  to  good 
manners,  or  which  charges  some  person  with  a  crime 
not  necessary  to  be  shown  in  the  cause.  Any  unne- 
cessary allegation  bearing  cruelly  upon  the  moral  char- 
acter of  an  individual  is  scandalous.^*  Impertinences 
are  described  by  Lord  Chief  Baron  Gilbert  to  be 
"  where  the  records  of  the  court  are  stuffed  with  long 
recitals,  or  with  long  digressions  of  matter  of  fact, 
which  are  altogether  unnecessary  and  totally  immate* 
rial  to  the  matter  in  question.'*  ^* 

§  21.  It  is  not  a  ground  of  demurrer  that  scandalous 
or  impertinent  matter  is  introduced  in  a  bill — the  par- 
ties defendant  are  only  entitled  to  have  the  record  pu- 
rified by  expunging  such  matter  and  a  reference  to  a 
commissioner  for  that  purpose  will  be  ordered. 

10  1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  487.  »  Mitf.  Plea.,  147. 

u  1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  452.  is  Ibid.,  452. 

14  Gilb.  For.  Bom.,  209.  The  writer  has  seen  bnt  one  ease  of  scandal 
or  impertinence  in  pleadings  in  Virginia.  This  occurred  in  an  answer  to 
a  bill  filed  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  at  Richmond  in  a  snit  entitled 
t*  Mason  ys.  Mason  and  als.''  The  answer  will  be  printed  In  the  Appendix 
to  this  Tolame. 
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§  22.  Beside  these  requisites,  it  is  further  necessary 
in  every  bill  to  pray  the  court  to  gt-ant  the  proper  relief 
suited  to  the  case  as  made  by  the  bill;  and  if  for  any 
reason  founded  on  the  substanqe  of  the  case  as  stated 
.in  the  bill,  the  plaintiflF  is  not  entitled  to  the  relief  he 
prays,  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  parties  defendant 
^may  demur.^  It  is  usual  to  insert  in  every  bill  a 
prayer  for  general  relief,  and  it  seems  that  ^a  special  ^ 
-prayer  is  not  9;bso}utely  necessary  when  this  general 
/prayer  is  inserted.^* 

§  23.  There  are  btSfier  requisites  appertaining  to  bills 
adapted  to  particulanr  purposes.  These  will  be  seen  on 
reference  to  the  chapters  treating  of  such  bills. 

.  FOJtM   OF   BILL^. 

§24.  Every  bill  should,  have  -^a  convenient  form. 
Original  bills  praying  relief  being  of  more  frequent 
use,  and  the  several  other  kinds  of  bills  so  nearly 
resembling  them  in  form,  it  is  deemed  proper  here  to 
set  forth  simply  the  form  of  original  bills  alone. 

1 25.  The  form  of  an  original  biill  praying  relief 
usually  consists  of  nine  parts.:^^-  Ist^  Thcj  address  to  the 
court.  .2d,  The  isMnes  of -the  p«i>rties  plaintiff*  8d.  The 
statement  of  plaintiff's  case,  usually  d0nomin9>ted  the 
stating  part  of  the  bill.  4th.  The  charge  of  -confede- 
racy on  the  part  of  defendants  with  others  to  deprive 

the  plaintiff  of  his  right.     5th.  The  allegation  that  the 

—  »      .  ...  — » ■  "  ■       ■  ■      I      I  -  I . 

16  Mitf.  JPlea.,  133;  L  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  429. 

16  But  see  post,  note  41  to.  see.  56,  p.  23. 

n  Thia  division  into  nine  parts  is  not  nniversaUy  adopted  by  lega  1 
writers.     Labe  deems  it  Ulogioal  and  incorrect;  he  makes  enly  four. 
Adams,  in  bis  Treatise  on  Equity,  onakes  the  Ul^e  number.    Justice  Story 
•adopts  the  division  in  the  text 
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defendants  intend  to  set  up  a  particular  sort  of  defence^ 
the  reply  to  which  the  plaintiff  anticipates^  by  alleging 
certain  facts  which  will  defeat  such  defence;  this  is. 
termed  the  charging  part.  6th.  The  statement  that 
the  plaintiff  has  no  remedy  without  tl^e  assistance  of  a 
court  of  equity,  which  is  called  the  averment  of  juris- 
diction. 7th.  The  interrogating  p#rt,  in  which  the 
stating  and  charging  pairts  are  ci^Tcrted  kito  inter- 
rogat<»'ies  for  the  purpose  of  eliciliBg  from^  the  defen-. 
dant  a  circumstantial  disi^very  upoft  voath  of'  the  truth 
or  falsehood  of  tl^e  matters  stated  ^d  chaiTged..  8th.. 
The  prayer  for  relief ;  and,  9th«  The^  prayer  that  pro- 
cess may  issue. 

In  Virginia  State  Courts, — Some  of  these  parts  are 
rarely,  if  ever,,  used  in  Virginia.  In  bills  prepared  by 
eminent  counsel  the  charging  part  is  omitted  altogether, 
while  the  purpose  of  the  interrogating  part  is  served  by 
M  the  general  prayer  that  each  of  the  defendants  shall  be 
required  %(h  aoiswer  the  several  stateipents  of  the  bill  as; 
fully  and  particularly  as  if  they  were  repeated,  and  the 
defendants  specially  interroga^lfeed  in  relaHipn  thereto.'^ 
The  ayeri3»ent  of  juvJiidiction  i^  usually  inserted.  The 
charge  of  confederacy  is  not. 

In  United  States  Courts. — The  Rules  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  prescribed  {(kx  the  Circuit 
Courts  of  the  United  States,  leave  it  optional  with  the 
party  plaintiff  to  insert  in  hia  bill  the  confederacy 
clause;  but  expressly  require  that  the  prayer  of  the 
\  bill  should  ask  the  special  relief  to  which  the  plain- 
tiff supposes  himself  entitled,  besides  a  prayer  for  gene- 
ral relief;^®  and  further  provide  that  the  iuterrogating 


V  See  1  John.  Oh.  Rep.  06. 

u  £XI.  Rule  of  United  States  S.  C. 
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clause  shall  be  inserted,  the  form  of  which  is  given  in 
the  43d  rule,  and  will  be  cited  hereafter. 

§  26.  With  these  remarks  upon  the  practice  in  this 
country,  we  proceed  to  lay  before  the  reader  the  several 
purposes  which  these  parts  of  the  bill  were  intended  to 
serve  in  England,  and  their  forms  as  used  in  that  coun- 
try and  in  this. 

1.  Address  of  the  Bill, 

§  27.  In  England,  every  bill  must  be  addressed  to  the 
person  or  persons  who  have  the  actual  custody  of  the 
Great  Seal  at  the  time  of  its  being  fited^  unless  the 
person  holding  the  seals  is  a  party  or  the  seals  are  in 
the  King's  own  hand,  in  which  cases  the  bill  must  be 
addressed:  ^^To  the  King's  most  excellent  Majesty  in 
his  High  Court  of  Chancery." ^o 

§  28.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  the  addifess 
is  as  follows  :  "  To  the  Judges  of  the  Circuit  Court  of 
the  United  States  for  the  District  of .''  ^i 

§  29.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  when  suit  is 
brought  in  a  Circuit  Court,  the  address  is  as  follows  J  "  To 
the  honorable  J.  B.  C,  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court  for  the 

county  of '' ;  when  brought  in  a  County  Court,  the 

address  is  thus :  "  To  the  worshipful  justices  of  the 
County  Court  of county." 

2.  Names  of  Plaxntiffs: 

§  30.  In  England,  it  is  not  only  necessary  that  the 
names  of  the  several  complainants  in  a  bill  should  be  cor- 
rectly stated,  but  the  description  and  place  of  abode  of 
each  plaintiff  must  be  set  out.^ 


« 1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  462.  »  XX»  Rule  of  United  States  S.  C. 

Mitf.  PI.  7.  22 1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  463. 

2 
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§  31.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  it  is  requi- 
site to  state  in  the  bill  the  names  and  residence  of  the 
several  parties  plaintiff  and  defendant.^  The  reason  of 
this  rule  is  apparent :  those  courts  in  most  cases  between 
citizen  and  citizen,  having  jurisdiction  only  where  the 
matters  of  controversy  exist  between  citizens  of  differ- 
ent States,  the  citizenship  should  appear  on  the  face 
of  the  bill.2* 

§  32.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  the  names  of  the 
plaintiffs  are  usually  inserted,  without  a  description  of 
employment  or  place  of  abode.^  It  is  usual,  however, 
whenever  the  bill  is  preferred  by  a  next  friend,  or  com- 
mittee, or  the  like,  to  insert  a  description  of  the  char- 
acter in  which  party  plaintiff  sues,  as  will  be  seen  in 
examples  hereafter  given. 

§  33.  In  the  English  Courts,  the  manner  of  introdu- 
cing the  statement  with  the  names  of  the  plaintiffs  is  as 
follows:    "Humbly   complaining,    sheweth   unto   your 

Lordship,  your  orator  A.  B.,  of  the  parish  of ,  in  the 

county  of ,  gentleman  (or  yeoman,)  that,  &c."    In 

the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  as  follows :  "  A.  B.  of 

,  and  a  citizen  of  the  State  of ,  brings  this 

his  bill  against  C.  D.  of ,  and  a  citizen  of  the 

State  of ,  and  E.  F.  of ,  and  a  citizen  of  the 

State  of ;  and  thereupon  your  orator  complains 


•UXX.  Rule  of  United  States  S.  0. 
84  Bodge  v9,  Perkins,  4  Mason,  435. 

25  The  propriety  of  this  course  has  never  been  raised  by  a  demurrer  in 
Virginia.  If  attempted  now,  it  would  undoubtedly  prove  a  fruitless  effort, 
though  in  England  a  demurrer  to  a  bill  on  the  ground  that  the  place  of 
abode  was  not  stated  has  been  sustained.  See  Rbwly  v«.  Eeoles,  1  S. 
and  S.  511. 
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and  says  that,  &c."^  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts, 
when  presented  to  a  Circuit  Court,  as  follows :  "  Humbly 
complaining,  sheweth  unto  your  honor,  your  orator 
A.  B.,  that,"  &c.,  and  when  presented  to  a  County 
Court :  "  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth  unto  your  wor-  v 
ships,  your  orator,"  &c.^ 

3.  Stewing  Part. 

§  34.  This  part  of  the  bill  contains  tto  statement  of 
the  plaintiff's  case.  The  s^tatement  should  be  clear, 
direct  and  positive,  as  to  all  matters  necessary  to  sup- 
port the  plaintiff's  equity;  but  where  a  matter  essential 
to  the  determination  of  the  plaintiff's  claim  is  charged 
to  rest  within  the  knowledge  of  a  defendant,  or  must  of 
necessity  be  within  his  knowledge,  and  is  cpnsequently 
the  subject  of  a  part  of  the  discovery  souglit  by  the 
bill,  a  precise  allegation  is  not  required,^ 

§  35.  The  statement  s];iould  not  be  argumentative,  nor 
should  it  contain  long  recitals  from  deeds  pr  other  in- 
struments in  hsec  verho.^  j^nd  as  has  been  stated  here- 
tofore, the  statement  should  no,t  contain  irrelevant  or 
impertinent  or  scandalous  mattei*. 


»  ^X.  Kule  Unifced  SUiei  S.  0. 

^  It  shoald  be  noted  here,  that  wbeQ  a  plaintiff  sues  on  behalf  of  him- 
self, and  others  of  a  class  with  himself,  the  fact  is  nsnally  stated  in  this 
pftrt  of  the  bill ;  1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  464.  As  in  the  ease  of  a  <'  Creditor's  bill/' 
which  runs  thus :  '*  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth  unto  your  honor  your 
orator  A.  B.,  who  sues  on  behalf  of  himself,  and  of  such  other,  the  cred- 
itors of  C.  D.  deceased,  who  shall  come  in  and  seek  relief  by  and  contri- 
bute to  the  expense  of  this  suit,  that»"  ^c. 

28  1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  466. 

>9  There  are  eases  in  which  the  plaintiff's  case  turns  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  word9  in  written  instruments ;  in  such  cases,  it  surely  would  not 
be  deemed  improper  to  spread  on  the  face  of  tbe  bill  the  precise  words  of 
the  instrument. — See  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  461^. 
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§  86.  Although  in  bills  in  equity  the  same  precision 
of  statement  that  is  required  in  pleadings  at  common 
law  is  not  attainable,  yet  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
such  a  convenient  degree  of  certainty  should  be  adopted 
as  m^'J  serve  to  give  the  defendant  full  information  of 
the  case  which  hp  is  called  upon  to  answer.* 

§  37.  Every  fact  necessary  to  the  plaintiff's  case 
should  be  set  forth  in  the  stating  part  of  the  bill ;  other- 
wise, he  will  not  be  permitted  to  offer  or  require  any 
evidence  of  such  fact.**  A  general  charge  or  state- 
ment, however,  of  the  matter  of  fact  is  sufficient; 
though,  it  seems  that  a  defect  here  cannot  be  cured  by 
a  subsequent  interrogatory.^ 

§  88.  In  the  English  Courts,  the  stating  part  of  the 
till  is  kept  distinct  and  separate  from  the  confederating 
clause  and  the  charging  part.  This  will  be  seen  on  re- 
ference to  the  forms  in  Appendix.  In  the  United  States 
Circuit  Courts,  a  party  plaintiff  is  at  liberty  to  omit  al- 
together the  confederacy  clause  and  the  charging  part 
of  the  bill,  and  in  his  narrative,  or  stating  part,  to  state 
and  avoid  by  counter  averments  at  his  option  any  mat- 
ter  or  thing  which  he  supposes  will  be  insisted  upon  by 
the  defendant,  by  way  of  defence  or  excuse,  to  the  case 
made  by  the  plaintiff*  for  relief.^  In  the  Virginia 
State  Courts,  it  is  the  practice  to  set  forth  the  state- 
ment of  the  plaintiff's  case  in  the  stating  part,  and  to 
merge  in  it  the  charge  of  confederacy  if  deemed  neces- 
sary,  and  any  matter  of  offence  or  defence  thought  ex- 
pedient by  the  plaintiff  or  his  counsel. 

§  39.  The  main  point  to  be  looked  to  is  the  fact, 


30 1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  476.  si  Story's  Eq.  PI.  p.  26,  eec.  28. 

32  Ibid.  See  4  UvlhL  273.        33  XXL  Rale  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
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whether  in  the  statement  of  his  case  in  the  bill  the 
plaintiff  has  set  forth  every  material  averment  necessary 
to  support  his  right  to  the  relief  he  asks. 

§  40.  Here  follows  a  form  of  a  statement  in  an  Eng- 
lish bill,  to  foreclose  a  mortgage:  "That  C.  D.,  being 
seized  to  him  and  his  heirs  in  fee  simple  or  other- 
wise well  entitled  unto,  the  messuages,  lands,  tene- 
ments, and  hereditaments,  hereinafter  mentioned,  ap- 
plied to  and  requested  your  orator  to  advance  and  lend 

him  the  sum  of  & ,  upon  the  security  or  mortgage 

of  the  said  messuages,  lands,  hereditaments,  and  prem- 
iserf;  and  your  orator,  having  agreed  thereto,  did 
accordingly  advance  and  lend  the  same  to  the  said 
G.  D. ;  and,  thereupon  for  securing  the  re-payment  of 
the  said  £ ,  and  interest  for  the  same,  an  inden- 
ture, {recite  mortgage  securities.)     And  your  orator 

farther  sheweth,  &c.,  that  the  said  £ ,  or  any  part 

thereof,  was  not  paid  to  your  orator,  or  any  other 
person  on  his  account,  at  the  time  limited  and  ap- 
pointed in  that  behalf  by  the  said  last-mentioned 
indenture,  or  at  any  other  time,  but  default  was  made 
in  the  payment  thereof,  whereby  the  legal  estate  of 
the  said  messuages,  lands,  hereditaments^  and  pre- 
mises, became  vested  in  your  orator ;  and  your  orator 
farther  showeth,  &c.,  that  the  whole  of  the  principal 

sum  of  £ ,  is  now  due  and  owing  to  your  orator, 

together  with  a  large  arrear  of  interest  thereon,  and 
your  orator  being  desirous  of  being  repaid  the  same, 
has  frequently,  and  in  a  friendly  manner,  applied  to 
and  requested  the  said  C.  D.  to  come  to  a  fair  and  just 
account  with  him,  for  what  is  due  and  owing  to  him 
for  principal  and  interest  on  his  said  mortgage  security, 
of  the day  of ,  and  to  pay  to  your  orator 
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what  shall  be  found  due  to  him  on  taking  sueh  account ; 
and  your  orator  well  hoped^  &c." 

§  41.  This  form  of  statement  may  be  used  in  bills  filed 
in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  and  in  the  Virginia 
State  Courts ;  though  the  statement  is  not  usually  bo 
precise  in  bills  filed  in  those  courts. 

4'.   Charge  of  Confederdcy. 

§  42.  This  part  of  an  English  bill  is  as  follows :  ''  But 
now  so  itis,  may  it  please  your  Lordship  that  the  said  C. 
D.,  combining  and  confederating  with  divers  other  per- 
sons at  present  unknown  to  your  orator,  (whose  na\nes 
when  discovered  your  orator  prays  may  be  herein  in- 
serted with  apt  and  proper  matter  and  words  to  charge 
them  as  parties  hereto,)  and  in  order  to  give  some  color 
to  such  refusal,  sometimes  pretends  that  he  never  had 
or  received  any  such  sum  or  sums  of  money  of  your 
orator  as  aforesaid,  and  that  he  never  made  and  execu- 
ted any  such  indenture  as  aforesaid,  and  that  he  goes 
out  and  pretends  that  there  are  many  other  mortgages, 
charges  and  encumbrances  affecting  the  said  premises 
made  and  executed  by  him,  or  some  person  under  whom 
he  claims,  prior  in  point  of  time  to  that  made  by  him 
to  your  orator.  (Whereas,  &c.,  then  follows  the  charg- 
wg  part  hereafter  cited.) 

§  43.  In  England,  this  confederacy  clause,  though 
generally  introduced,  is  not  necessary.  **  In  this  coun- 
try, as  we  have  seen,  both  in  the  United  States  Circuit 
Courts  and  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  it  is  usually 
omitted. 


34 1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  483. 
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6.   Charging  Part, 

§44.  This  part  of  an  English,  bill  is  as  follows :  "Where- 
as your  orator  chargeth  the  truth  to  be  that  the  said  0. 
D.  did  receive  of  your  orator  the  said  sum  of  money,  and 
that  he  did  execute  the  indenture  aforesaid.  And  your 
orator  farther  charges  that  if  there  are  any  mortgages, 
charges^  or  encumbrances  affecting  the  said  mortgaged 
premises,  or  any  part  thereof,  they  are  subsequent  to 
your  orator's  said  mortgage;  and  your  orator  farther 
charges,  that  the  said  mortgaged  premises  are  a  scanty 
security  for  the  repayment  of  what  is  due  for  principal 
and  interest  upon  the  said  mortgage ;  all  which  actings, 
doings,  and  pretences  of  the  said  defendant,  are  con- 
trary to  equity ^  and  good  conscience,  and  tend  to  the 
manifest  wrong  and  injury  of  your  orator  in  the  pre- 
mises." 

§  45.  The  practice  which  now  prevails  in  England  of 
inserting  this  clause^  is  said  to  have  originated  in  order  to 
obviate  the  necessity  of  setting  forth  by  a  special  repli- 
cation additional  facts  in  avoidance  of  new  matter 
introduced  by  the  defendant's  plea  or  answer. 

§  46.  Though  it  would  appear  to  be  more  necessary  that 
this  feature  of  the  English  bill  should  be  retained,  the 
special  replication  having  gone  out  of  use,  it  is  not 
usual  to  insert  this  clause  in  bills  drawn  in  this 
country.^ 


35  Whenever  the  plaintiff  deems  his  biU  not  properlj  adapted  to  his 
case,  he  obtains  leave  to  file  and  does  file  an  amended  or  supplemental 
biU  adapted  to  the  defence.*— Kent  0.  J.  in  James  v.  McEennon,  6  John. 
Rep.  564. 
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6.  Averment  of  Jurudtction. 

§  47.  This  part  of  an  English  bill  runs  thus :  "  In  ten- 
der consideration  whereof,  and  for  as  much  as  your  orator 
is  remediless  in  the  premises  by  the  strict  rules  of  com- 
mon law,  and  cannot  have  adequate  relief  except  in  a 
court  of  equity  where  matters  of  this  kind  are  properly 
cognizable  and  relievable.*'  The  form  is  the  same  when 
used  here,  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  and  in 
the  Virginia  State  Courts. 

§  48.  This  clause,  it  is  said,  was  originally  intended  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  the  court  jurisdiction.  The 
making  of  this  averment  does  not  give  the  court  juris- 
diction where  it  had  it  not  otherwise,  and,  it  has  been 
settled,  that  the  omission  of  this  averment  will  not 
deprive  the  plaintiff  of  relief. 

§  49.  The  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  provide  that  it  may  be  omitted  in  bills  filed  in 
the  Circuit  Courts  of  the  United  States. 

§  50.  In  bills  filed  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  it  is 
usually  inserted,  though  of  no  utility. 

7.  Interrogating  Fart, 

§  51.  The  bill  having  shown  the  title  of  the  persons 
complaining  to  relief,  and  that  the  court  has  jurisdic- 
tion  for  the  purpose,  prays  that  the  parties  defendant 
may  answer  all  the  matters  contained  in  the  former 
part  of  the  bill,  not  only  according  to  their  positive 
knowledge  of  the  facts  stated,  but  also  according  to 
their  remembrance,  the  information  they  have  received 
and  the  belief  they  are  enabled  to  form  on  the  sub- 
ject.^ 

3«  Mitf.  Plea.  61. 
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§52.  Experience  having  proved  that  the  substance 
of  the  matters  stated  and  charged  in  a  bill  may  fre- 
quently be  evaded  by  answering  according  to  the  let- 
ter only,  it  has  become  a  practice  to  add,  to  the  gen- 
eral requisition  that  the  defendants  should  answer  the 
contents  of  *  the  bill,  a  repetition  by  way  of  inter- 
rogatory, of  the  matters  most  essential  to  be  an- 
swered; adding  to  the  inquiry  after  each  fact,  an 
inquiry  of  the  several  circumstances  which  may  be 
attendant  upon  it,  and  the  variations  to  which  it  may 
be  subject,  with  a  view  to  prevent  evasion,  and  compel 
a  full  answer.^  This  is  commonly  called  the  inter- 
rogating part  of  the  bill;  and  as  it  is  used  only  to 
compel  a,  fall  answer  to  the  matters  contained  in  the 
former  part  of  the  bill,  it  must  be  founded  on  those 
matters.^ 

§  63.  The  40th  Rule  of  the  Supreme  Court  prescribed  i 
that  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  a  defendant 
should  not  be  bound  to  answer  any  statement  or  charge 
in  the  bill,  unless  specially  and  particularly  interro- 
gated thereto,  or  any  interrogatory  ^n  the  bill,  except 
such  as  he  was  specially  required  to  answer;  but  this 
rule  has  been  repealed,^  By  another  rule  of  the  same 
court,  the  interrogatories  contained  in  the  interro- 
gating part  of  the  bill  were  required  to  be  divided  . 
as  conveni^tly  as  may  be  from  each  other,  and  num- 
bered consecutively  1,  2,  3,  &c.,  and  the  interrogato- 
ries which  each  defendant  was  required  to  answer,  to 
be  specified  in  a  note  at  the  foot  of  the  bill,  in  the  fol- 
lowing form :  "  The  defendant,  A.  B.,  is  required  to 


8T  1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  487,  Mitf.  Plea.  61.  38  1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.,  p.  487. 

^  See  XOIIL  Bule  printed  in  Appendix. 
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answer  the  inteirogatories  numbered  respectively  1,  2, 
3,  &c./'  and  by  another  rule  of  the  same  court,  it  was 
provided  that  instead  of  the  words  of  the  bill  as  used 
in  the  High  Court  of  Chancery  j>f  Englafid^  preceding 
the  interrogatory  part,  these  shall  be  used :  "  To  the 
end,  therefore,  that  the  said  defendants  may,  if  they 
can,  show  why  your  orator  should  not  have  the  relief 
hereby  prayed,  and  may,  upon  their  several  and  re- 
spective corporal  oaths,  and  according  to  the  best  and 
utmost  of  their  several  and  respective  knowledge,  re- 
membrance, information,  and  belief,  full,  true,  direct, 
and  perfect  answer  make  to  such  of  the  several  inter- 
rogatories hereinafter  numbered  and  set  forth,  as  by 
the  note  here  under  written,  they  are  respectively  re- 
quired to  answer;  that  is  to  say — 1.  Whether,  &c. 
2.  Whether,  &c."  How  far  these  several  rules  are 
affected  by  the  92nd  rule,  may  be  readily  determined 
on  reference  to  that  rule. 

§  54.  It  has  been  already  stated,  that  in  the  Virginia 
State  courts  the  interrogatory  clause  is  inserted,  though 
usually  with  not  sillh  particularity  as  in  English  bills. 

§  55.  The  interrogatory  clause  in  an  English  bill  is 
now  like  that  contained  in  section  53.  Formerly  it  was 
as  follows:  "To  the  end,  therefore,  that  the  said  C. 
.  D,  and  his  confederates,  when  discovered,  may,  upoa 
their  several  and  respective  oaths,  according  to  the 
best  and  utmost  of  their  several  and  respective  know- 
ledge, remembrance,  information  and  belief,  a  fiill,  true, 
direct  and  perfect  answer  make  to  all  and  singular 
the  matters  aforesaid,  and  that  as  fully  as  if  the  same 
were  here  repeated  and  they  particularly  interrogated 
thereto ;  and  more  especially  that  the  said  defendant 
may,  in  manner  aforesaid,  answer  and  set  forth,  whe- 
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ther,  (here  insert  interrogatories  to  probe  the  conscience 
of  defendants.)*' 

8.  Prayer  for  Relief, 

§  66.  Although  there  is  no  doubt  but  that  a  mere  prayer 
for  general  relief  would  in  most  cases,  if  not  in  all,  be 
sufficient  to  enable  the  plaintiff  to  obtain  such  a  decree 
as  his  case  entitles  him  to,  yet  it  is  the  usual  and  more 
convenient  practice  to  precede  the  request  for  general 
relief  by  a  prayer  for  the  specific  relief  which  the 
plaintiff  desires.** 

§  57.  This  part  of  an  English  bill  is  as  follows : 

Special  Relief — "And  that  it  may  be  referred  to 
one  of  the  masters  of  this  honorable  court  to  take 
an  account  of  what  is  due  to  your  orator  for  prin- 
cipal and  interest  on  his  said  mortgage  security  from 
the  said  defendant,  and  that  the  said  defendant  may 
be  decreed  to  pay  to  your  orator  what  shall  be 
found  due  on  such  account,  by  a  short  day  to  be 
appointed  by  this  honorable  court  in  that  behalf,  to- 
gether  with  your  orator's  eoui*^^^  and,  in  default,  that 
the  said  C.  D.,  and  all  persons  claiming  under  him, 
may  be  forever  barred  and  foreclosed  of  and  from  all 
right  of  redemption  of,  in,  and  to  the  said  mortgaged 
premises,  or  any  part  thereof;  and  may  deliver  up  to 
your  orator  all  deeds,  papers,  or  writings,  in  his  custody 
or  power,  relating  to  or  concerning  the  said  mortgaged 
premises." 

Q-eneral  Relief — ^And  that  your  orator  may  have  all 
such  farther  and  other  and  general  relief  in  the  prem- 

41  The  Kules  of  Supreme  Court  United  States  require  plaintiff  to  pray 
for  special  relief.  An  injunotion  ought  always  to  be  prayed  for  spe- 
cially.— Eden  on  Iigs.i  49. 
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ises  as  the  nature  of  his  case  may  require,  or  to  equity 
shall  seem  meet." 

§  68.  The  prayer  for  general  relief  can  never  be  safely 
omitted,  because  if  the  plaintiff  should  in  his  special 
prayer  mistake  the  due  relief,  it  may  be  given  under 
the  general  prayer  if  consistent  with  that  which  is 
actually  prayed.  ^ 

9.  Prayer  Jhr  Process. 

§  59.  The  following  is  the  prayer  for  process  in  an  Eng- 
lish bill :  "May  it  please  your  Lordsiiip  to  grant  unto  your 
orator  his  Majesty's  most  gracious  writ  of  subpoena  to 
be  directed  to  the  said  W.  B.,  thereby  commanding 
him,  at  a  certain  day  and  under  a  certain  pain  therein 
inserted,  personally  to  be  and  appear  before  your 
Lordship  in  this  honorable  court,  then  and  there  to 
answer  the  premises." 

§60.  It  will  be  observed  that,  in  this  form,  the  process 
is  prayed  to  be  directed  to  the  party  defendant.  This 
is  not  the  practice  either  in  the  United  States  Circuit 
Courts  or  in  the  Virginia  State  courts.  All  process, 
here,  is  directed  to  oflScers  of  the  court.  The  prayer 
for  process  of  subpoena  in  the  United  States  Circuit 
Courts  should  contain  the  names  of  all  the  defendants 
named  in  the  introductory  part  of  the  bill ;  and  if  any 
of  them  are  known  to  be  infants  under  age,  or  other- 
wise under  guardianship,  should  state  the  fact.  This 
is  required  by  the  23d  rule  of  Supreme  Court.  The 
prayer  for  process  in  United  States  Circuit  Courts  is 
as  follows:  "May  it  please  the  honorable  court  to  grant 


•12  Adams  Equity,  565.    If  a  biU  contains  no  prayer  either  for  specific 
or  general  relief,  it  is  considered  as  a  biU  of  disooyery  only.     See  post. 
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a  writ  of  subpoena,  directed  to  the  Marshal  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  ". ,  and  commanding  the  said  ■         to  appear 

and  make  answer  unto  this  bill  of  complaint  and  to 
perform  and  abide  by  such  orders  and  decrees  herein 
as  to  the  court  may  seem  required  by  the  principles  of 
equity  and  good  conscience." 

In  the  Tirginia  State  courts,  the  prayer  for  process 
is  not  unfrequently  omitted  altogether,  and  when  in- 
serted is  usually  drawn  in  terms  such  as  these :  "  That 
proper  process  may  be  directed  against  the  several  de- 
fendants hereinbefore  named;"  and  is  oft-times  used  in 
the  bill  before  the  prayer  for  general  relief,,  thus :  "  that 
"  proper  process  may  be  directed .  against  the  several 
"  defendants  herein-before  named,  and  that  your  orator 
"  may  have  all  such  farther  and  other  and  general  relief 
"as  the  nature  of  his  case  may  require,  ot  to  equity 
"may  seem  meet.". 

§  61.  Beside  these  several  parts  of  bills,  there  are 
other  requisites  necessary  to  be  attended  to.  in  their 
preparation;"  som^  equally  applicable  to  every  bill, 
others  alone  proper  in  bills  designed  for  special  purposes. 

§  62.  Thus,  to  every  bill  the  signature  of  counsel 
should  be  affixed^;  to  a  bill  of  iiy unction,  beside  the 
special  prayer  for  the  restraining  order  of  the  court  or 
judge,  an  affidavit  of  the  truth  of  the  statements  made 

.    •  ■       •  '     .  _ . .  „ 

f 

43  This  18  speoiaUy  ceqiiired  in  bUi9  filed  in  Unii^d  States  Oiireait  Coturts, 
bj.tiie  24tl)  rule  of  United  States  Supreme  Court.  In  the  Virginia  State 
Courts  the  rutee  of  practice  which- e&oh  Equity  Court  adopts  for  its  own 
gpyernvfteni,  geaeniUy  requirwtfaie  signature  of  counsel  to  hills ;  bttt  the 
practice  is. very  loose  in  those  courts,  and  in  many  instances  the  counsel 
does  not  affix  his  signature.  In  Engl&nd,  the  rule  is  imperative  that  the 
stgnature'cf  counsel  must  be  subscribed  to  errery  bill  beflore  it  is  filed, 
(Mitt  PL  48  >)  fH|d  if  it  b&n^t,  the  biU  will  be  dismissed  on  the  drfendant's 
demurrer.    1  t>an.  Ch.  pr..409. 
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in  the  bill  should  be  annexed;  and  an  affidavit  is  also 
required  in  bills  of  discovery,  and  in  other  species  of 
bills. 

§  63.  The  reader  will  find  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
volume,  complete  forms  of  bills  as  exhibited  in  the 
English  courts,  in  the  United  States  courts,  and  in  the 
Virginia  State  courts,  showing  the  several  parts  of  the 
bill  in  juxta-position. 

INFORMATIONS. 

§  64.  Of  their  matter.  Information^  in  every  respect 
follow  the  nature  of  bills,  except  in  their  style.  When 
they  concern  only  the  rights  of  the  State  or  of  those 
whose  rights  the  State  takes  under  its  particular  protec- 
tion, they  are  generally  exhibited  in  the  name  of  the 
Attorney  General  as  the  informant.*  In  the  latter 
case  always,  and  sometimes  in  the  former,  a  relator  is 
named,  who  in  reality  sustains  and  directs  the  suit.  It 
may  happen  that  this  person  has  an  interest  in  the 
matter  in  dispute,  and  sustains  the  character  of  plaintiflF 
as  well  as  relator ;  in  such  event,  the  pleading  is  styled 
an  "information  and  bill.**  The  proceedings  upon  an 
information  can  only  abate  by  the  death  or  determina- 
tion of  interest  of  the  defendant. 

§  65.  Of  their  form.  The  difference  in  form  between 
an  information  and  a  bill  consists  merely  in  offering  the 
subject  matter  as  the  information  of  the  officer  in  whose 
name  it  is  exhibited,  at  the  relation  of  the  person  who 
suggests  the  suit,  in  those  cases  where  a  relator  ia 
named,  and  in  stating  the  acts  of  the  defendant  to  be 

»^»— ~"— ^»-'    '  11         I    I  II  — .»^— nil  »   I      pi,i«       11— —i— —. II    »ii     »    I,    II  m  ^^.m^mm^m-t^mm^ 

*In  lome  cases  oiher  officers  of  the  State,  and  of  the  United  States,  are 
necessary  phiintififo. 
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injurious  to  the  State  or  to  those  whose  rights  t}ie  State 
thus  endeavors  to  present.  When  the  pleading  is  at  the 
same  time  an  information  and  bill,  it  is  a  compound  of 
the  forms  used  for  each,  when  separately  exhibited. 

§  66.  Forms  of  information  separately  and  of  an  in- 
formation and  bill  combined,  may  be  seen  in  the  Ap- 
pendix to  this  volume. 


*»m*¥ 


CHAPTER  III 


Of  the  filing  of  the  bill  or  information  and  subsequent 
proceedings  at  ruleSy  in  Virginia  State  CourtSy  and 
of  proceedings  at  rules  in    United  States    Circuit 
Courts. 

FILIl^G  OF  BILL. 

§  67.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  if  the  plaintiff 
has  not  previously  filed  his  bill  or  information,  he  may 
do  so  at  the  next  rules  after  the  summons  has  been 
issued,  or  at  any  subsequent  rule  day.^  Care  should  be 
taken,  however,  to  file  it  at  an  early  date  after  the 
service  of  process  upon  one  or  more  of  the  defendants  ; 
otherwise,  the  suit  may  be  dismissed,  on  account  of  the 

1  In  ii^unctlon  billa,  ne  exeat  bills  and  the  like,  requiring  the  action  of 
the  judge  ot  court  directing  restraining  process,  the  bill  is  uniformly  filed 
before  process  issues. 
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failure  \o  file  iV  a&d^  in  ease  the  defendant  has  apfiMured 
and  given  a  rule,  the  plaintiff  will  be  required  to  pay  the 
defendant  five  dollars  beside  his  costs.^ 

DECREE   NISI,     RULE   TO    PLEAD. 

§  68.  If  the  summons  has  been  exeouted  on  9mj  party 
defendant,  such  party  will  be  required  to  appear  at  the 
rule  day  at  which  the  process  against  him  is  returned 
executed,  or,  when  it  is  returnable  to  a  term,  at  the  first 
rule  day  after  it  is  so  returned ;  and  on  his  failure  to 
appear,  the  plaintiff,  if  he  has  filed  his  bill,  may  have 
entered  a  decree  nui  as  to  such  defendant;^  when 
defendant  has  appeared,  yet  fails  to  plead,  answer  or 
demur  to  the  bill  when  filed,  the  plaintiff  should  give 
him  a  rule  to  plead.' 

r 

BILL   TAKEN   FOR  CONFESSED. 

§  69.  At  the  next  rules  after. the  decree  nUi  has  been 
entered,  or  a  rule  to  plead  given,  if  the  defendant 
continue  in  default,  the  bill  will  be  entered  as  taken  for 
confessed  as  to  him,^  and  the  plaintiff  may  at  the  same 
rules,  pr  at  a  succeeding  rules,  have  the  cause  set  for 
hearing  as  to  such  defendant.^ 

PLEA   AND   DEMURRED. 

§  70.  Usually,  the  defendant  either  pleads,  demurs  or 
answers  to  the  bill  at  rules.® 


3  See  800.  8  and  0,  ante  p.  6.  '  See  eeo;  S,  onle  p.  5. 

4  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  see.  42.    The  form  of  a  deoree  niai  may  be 
seen  in  the  Appendix  to  this  yolume. 

s  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec.  42.  o  Ibid. 

t  Ibid,  chap.  171,  sec.  48.  s  See  poH. 
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§71,  If  th^  defendant  plead  or  demnr,  the  plaintiff 
may  have  the  plea  or  demnrrer  set  down  for  argument ; 
and  fthoTild  it  be  over-ruled,  no  other  plea  or  demurrer 
will  afterwards  be  received,  but  there  will  be  a  rule  on 
the  defendant  to  answer  the  bill.*  Or,  in  case  of  a  plea, 
the  plaintiff  may  take  issue  upon  it,  and  the  issue  will 
be  tried  by  a  jury ;  if  the  plea  be  found  false,  the 
plaintiff  will  have  the  same  advantage  as  if  it  had  been 
so  found  by  verdict  at  law.^^ 

FILING   OF   ANSWER,    REPLICATION,    &C. 

§  72.  The  Virginia  statute  provides  that  a  defendant 
at  any  time  before^  a  final  decree,  may  be  allowed  to  file 
his  answer ;  but  a  cause  shall  not  be  sent  to  the  rules  or 
continued,  because  an  answer  is  filed  on  it,  unli^ss  good 
cause  be  shown  therefor.  ;^^  yet,  after  the  suit  has  been 
set  for  hearing  at  the  rules  as  to  any  defendant,,  it  is 
the  practice  of  clerks  not  to  enter  an  answer  as  filed, 
unless  directed  to  file  it  by  an  order  of  court ;  and  the 
propriety  of  this  praetice  has  never  been  questioned. 

I  73.  When  the  answer  is  filed,  if  it  be  filed  at  rules, 
the  plaintiff  may  reply  or  except,  or  may  have  the 
cause  set  for  hearing  on  the  answer  alone,  at  the  rules 
at  which  it  is  filed.^^ 

§  74.  If  the  plaintiff  file  a  general  replication,  the 
cause  will  be  set  for  hearing. 


ft  Code  of  Virginia^  elmp.  ITl,  see.  32,  lo  Ibid,  see.  38, 

11  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec.  34. 

12  Ibid,  sec.  48.  Formerly,  special  replications  were  in  use.  Tbeir 
place  is  now  supplied  by  an  amendment  of  the  bill  whenerer  the  plaintiff 
deems  his  bill  not  properly  adapted  to  his  case ;  and  general  replications 
are  alone  used  in  this  country  and  in  England.    Bee  ante,  note  86,  p.  10. 
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§  75.  When  the  plaintiff  files  exceptions  to  the  answer, 
they  are  set  down  for  argument,  and,  if  the  exceptions 
be  sustained,  the  defendant  will  be  required  to  answer 
anew,  to'  which  plaintiff  may  either  reply  or  except  as 
before.  Should  the  defendant  put  in  a  second  answer 
which  is  adjudged  insufficient j  he  may  be  examined  upon 
interrogatories,  and  committed  until  he  answers  them.^ 

WHEN  SUIT  SET  FOR  HEARING  BY  BEPENDANT,  AND 
defendant's  right  TO  HAVE  CAUSE  HEARD  AS  TO 
HIMSELF. 

§  76.  If  four  months  elapse  after  the  answer  of  a 
defendant  is  filed,  without  the  cause  being  set  for 
hearing  by  the  plaintiff,  and  without  exceptions  being 
filed  to  the  answer,  the  defendant  may  have  the  cause 
set  for  hearing  as  to  himself,"  and  is,  moreover,  entitled 
to  have  the  suit  heard  as  to  him,  unless  his  interests  be 
so  connected  with  those  of  other  defendants  in  the  suit 
that  it  would  be  improper  to  decide  upon  their  interests 
separately^*;  and,  even  though  there  be  such  connection 
of  interests,  such  defendant  may  haVe  an  order  upon 
the  plaintiff  to  use  due  diligence  to  mature  the  cause 
for  hearing  as  to  the  other  defendants,  and  unless  it  be 
so  matured  within  such  time  as  the  court  may  deem 
reasonable,  such  defendant  will  be  entitled  to  a  hearing 
or  dismission  of  the  suit  as  to  him.^^ 

INFANTS  OR  INSANE  DEFENDANTS. 

§  77.  Should  there  be  an  infant  or  insane  defendant, 
a  guardian  ad  litem  may  be  appointed  to  defend  his 

13  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec.  36. 

14  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  17 1|  sec.  48.        i^  Ibid^  sec.  50. 
16  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec.  60. 
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interest,  by  the  clerk  at  rules,  whether  the  infant  or 
insane  defendant  has  been  served  with  process  or  not ; 
and  the  court  may  compel  the  person  so  appointed  to 
act,  but  he  shall  not  be  liable  for  costs,  and  shall  be 
allowed  his  reasonable  charges,  which  the  party  on 
whose  motion  he  was  appointed  shall  pay.^'^ 

ABSENT  OB  UNKNOWN  DEFENDANTS. 

§  78»  It  not  unfrequenjly  happens  that  one  or  more 
of  the  parties  defendant  reside  beyond  the  borders  of 
the  State,  or  are  unknown  to  the  party  plaintiff.  In 
such  cases,  if  the  ordinary  process  of  summons  was 
alone  resorted  to,  the  plaintiff  would  never  be  able  to 
secure  a  hearing  of  his  cause.  To  meet  these  contin- 
gencies, the  Virginia  Statute  has  provided  that  on 
afSdavit  that  a  defendant  is  not  a  resident  of  this  State, 
or  that  diligence  has  been  used  by  or  oji  behalf  of  the 
plaintiff  to  ascertain  in  what  county  or  corporation  he 
is,  without  effect,  or  thd,t  process,  directed  to  the  officer 
of  the  county  or  corporation  in  which  he  resides,  or  is, 
has  been  twice  delivered  to  such  officer  more  than  ten 
days  before  the  return  day,  and  been  returned  without 
being  executed,  an  order  of  publication  may  be  entered 
against  such  defendant ;  and  further  provides,  that  in 
any  suit  in  equity  where  the  bill  states  that  the  names 
of  any  persons  interested  in  the  subject  to  be  divided  or 
disposed   of,   are   unknown,   and  makes  such  persons 

defendants,  by  the  general  description  of  parties  un- 

« 1 1      I «        ■  I -Ill  ■ I I        I ■■  ■ ■  I  I         1 .1  i.« 

17  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec.  16.  The  guardian  ad  litem,  in 
Virginia,  nsnally  files  a  formal  answer,  submitting  the  interests  of  the 
infant  or  insane  defendant  to  the  pi'otection  of  the  Court.  He  may, 
however,  if  he  deems  it  necessary,  take  the  same  mode  of  defence  with 
other  defendants,  by  plea  or  demurrer,  or  by  an  answer  either  contra- 
dicting or  aiming  the  statements  of  biU. 
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known^aii  order  of  publication  may  be  entet^d  against 
such  unknown  parties.^® 

§  79.  This  order  of  publication  must  state  briefly  the 
object  of  the  suit,  and  require  the  defendants  against 
whom  it  is  entered,  or  the  unknown  parties,  to  appear 
within  one  month  after  the  due  publication  thereof,  and 
do  what  is  necessary  to  protect  their  inter^sts.^^ 

§  80.  The  order  should  be  published  once  a  week-  in 
such  newspaper  as  the  court  may  prescribe,  or,  if  none 
be  so  prescribed,  as  the  clerk  may  direct,  and  should 
be  posted  at  the  front  door  of  the  court-house  of  the 
county  or  corporation  wherein  the  court  is  held,  on  the 
first  day  of  the  next  county  or  corporation  court  after 
it  is  entered.* 

§  81.  When  these  requirements  of  the  Virginia  statute 
are  complied  with,  if  the  defendants  a,gainst  whpm  the 
order  of  publication  has  be^n  entered,  or  the  unknown ' 
parties,  do  not  appear  within  one  month  after  the  pub- 
lication is  completed,  the  case  may  be  tried  or  heard  as 
to  them,  and  the  court  may  enter  such  decree  or  order 
upon  such  trial  or  hearing,  aa  may  appear  just.^> 

18  Code  of  Virginia,  ohap.  17l|  sec  10.        »  lUd,  sec.  11. 

ao  Code  of  Yirginia,  chap.  17t|  see.  11. 

31.  lUd,  see.  12.  When  a  trial  is  had  under  sneh  oirdttmstaawesy  the 
Statute  provides  that  the  unknown  party  or  other  defendant,  who  wa»  not 
served  with  process  and  did  not  appear  in  the  case  before .  the  date  of  the 
decree  or  order,  or  the  representative  of  any  sneh,  may,  within  five  yean 
from  that  date,  if  he  be  not  served  with  b  copy  of  sueh  decree  or  qrder, 
more  than  a  year  before  the  end  of  the  said  five  years,  and  if  he  be  so 
served,  then,  within  one  year  from  the  time  of  such  service,  petition  to 
have  the  cause  re  heard,  and  may  plead  or  answer,  and  have  any  ixgustice 
in  the  proceedings  corrected.    Code  of  Virginiat  chap.  170,  sec.  13. 
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PROCESS  OP  CONTEMPT. 

§  82.  It  sometimes  happens  that  a  defendant  neither 
demurs,  pleads  noy  answers.  When  this  is  the  case,  as 
we  have  akeady  seen,  the  plaintiff  may  have  his  bill 
taken  for  confessed,  and  the  cause  set  for  hearing. 
There  are  instances,  however,  in  which  the  plaintiff 
deems  it  proper  to  compel  an  answer  from  the  defen- 
dant ;  japd,  in  such  cases,  he  may,  in  the  Virginia  State 
Gom-ts,  either  obtain  an  order  to  bring  in  the  defendant 
to  answer  interrogatories,  or  he  may  resort  to  what  is 
termed  in  the  law  books  the  ^'process  of  contempt.'' 

§  83.  The  process  of  contempt  in  England  was  ori- 
ginally intended  to  compel  an  answer,  and  in  default 
of  an  andwer,  the  Court  might  take  the  bill  pro  con- 
fes^Oj  and  would  proceed  to  decree  against  the  defen- 
dant, on  the  assumption  of  its  truth;  As  has  been 
seen,  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  the  bill  may  be 
taken  for  confessed  without  resorting  to  this  process ; 
«nd  it  is  resorted  to  here,  as  stated  in  the  last  section, 
for  the.  purpose  of  compelling  an  answer,  whether  the 
bill  has  or  has.  not  been  taken  for  con!fessed. 

§  84.  In  England,  the  processes  of  contempt  were 
originally  five ;  and,  though  by,  subsequeut  legislation 
in  that  country,  these  steps  have  been  cic>nsiderably 
shortened,  yet  here  they  remain  the  same,  Adams,  in 
his  late  treatise  on  Equity,  sums  up  these  processes  as 
follows: 

"  1st.  A  writ  of  attachment  directed  to  the  sheriff  of 
the  defendant's  county,  commanding  that  the  defend- 


34  VIRGINIA   STATE   COURTS. 

ant's  person  should  be  attached.^  To  this  writ  the 
sherifif  might  return,  1.  That  he  had  the  defendant  in 
custody ;  2.  That  he  had  taken  him  but  had  accepted 
bail ;  3.  That  he  could  not  find  him  within  his  bail- 
iwick. On  the  first  of  these  returns  being  made,  the 
defendant  was  brought  up  by  habeas  corpus,  on  the 
second  by  the  messenger  of  the  Court,  or  the  serjeant- 
at-arms,  and  in  either  case  was  committed  to  the  Fleet, 
now  altered  to  the  Queen's  Prison.  On  the  third  re- 
turn, that  of  non  est  inventuBy  the  next  process  of 
contempt  issued. 

"  2d.  A  writ  of  attachment  with  proclamations  ;  on 
which  the  same  returns  might  be  made,  and  the  same 
results  would  follow.^ 


**  The  form  of  this  writ  is  as  foUows  : 
**  George  the  Third,  by  the  grace  of  God,  of  Great  Britain,  France  and 

Ireland  King,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  and  so  forth,  to  the  sheriff  of 

Wiltshire,  greeting : 

"  We  command  you  to  attach  Edward  Willis,  so  as  to  have  him  before 
us,  in  our  court  of  chancery,  wheresover  the  said  court  ^shall  thien  be, 
there  to  answer  to  us,  as  well  touching  a  contempt  which  he,  as  is 
alledged,  hath  committed  against  us,  as  also  such  other  matters  as  shall 
then  be  laid  to  his  charge;  and  further  to  abide  such  order  as  our  said 
court  shaU  make  in  this  behalf;  and  hereof  fail  not,  and  bting  this  writ 
with  you. 

"  Witness  ourselves  at  Westminster,  th^ day  of ,  in  the 

33d  year  of  our  reign.  Ardbn. 

Winter." 

Indorsed,  '*  By  the  court,  at  the  suit  of  James  Willis,  for  want  of 
appearance,"  (or  answer.)  ,    / 

Label.    To  the  sheriff  of  Wiltshire. 

"  An  attachment  against  Edward  Willis  for  not  appearing  at  the  suit  of 
James  Willis,  returnable  in ,"  Ac. 

**  The  form  of  this  writ  is  as  follows : 
"  George  the  Third,  by  the  grace  of  God,  of  Great  Brijbain,  France  and 

Ireland,  King,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  and  so  forth,  to  the  sheriff  of 

Middlesex,  greeting: 

"  We  command  you,  on  our  behalf,  to  cause  public  proclamation  to  be 
made  in  all  places  within  your  bailiwick,  as  well  within  liberties  as 
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"  3d.  A  writ  of  rebellion  directed  to  commissioners 
ftppointed  by  the  Court,  and  extending  into  all  the  coun- 
ties of  England.  On  this  process  no  bail  could  be 
taken ;  but  the  commissioners  either  brought  the  de- 
fendant up  in  custody,  on  which  he  was  committed  to 
the  Fleet ;  or  made  a  return  of  non  est  inventus,  upon 
which  followed,^ 

*'  4th.  An  order  that  the  serjeant-at-arms,  as  the  im- 
mediate officer  of  the  Court,  should  effect  the  arrest. 
If  an  arrest  were  made  under  this  process,  it  was  fol- 

•  ^^ 

without,  wheresoever  you  shaU  think  it  most  ocHiYeziieiit^  that  Edward 

Willis  do,  upon  his  alle^ance,  on  the day  of personally  appear 

before  us,  in  our  court  of  chancery,  wheresoever  it  shall  then  be;  and, 
nevertheless,  in  the  mean  time,  if  you  can  find  the  said  Edward  Willis, 
attach  him,  so  as  to  have  him  before  us,  in  our  said  eourt,  at  the  time 
before  mentioned,  there  to  answer  to  us,  as  weU  touching  a  contempt,  Ao, 
(As  in  the  single  attachment)" 

■*  The  form  of  this  writ  is  as  follows  : 

"  George  the  Third)  by  the  grace  of  God,  of  Great  Britain,  France  and 
Ireland,  King,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  &o.,  To  Bamber  Tyler,  William 
Fowler,  John  Miller,  and  Thomas  Porter,  greeting : 
"  Whercais,  by  public  proclant^ations  made  on  our  behalf,  by  the  sheriff 
of  Middlesex,  in  divers  places  of  that  county,  by  virtue  of  our  writ  to  him 
directed)  Edward  Willis  hath  been  commanded  upon  his  allegiance,  per- 
sonally to  appear  before  us  |n  our  court  of  chancery,  at  a  certain  day,  now 
past;  yet  he  hatji- manifestly  contemned  our  said  command;  therefore,  ire 
command  you  jointly  and  severally,  to  attach,  or  cause  the  said  Bdvrard 
Willis  to  be  attached,  wheresoever  he  shall  be  found,  within  our  kingdom 
Qf  Great  Britain,  as  a  rebel  and  contemner  of  our  laws,  so  as  to  have  him 
or  oause  him  to  be  before  us  in  our  said  court,  on,  Ae.,  wheresoever  it  shaU 
then  be,  to  answer  to  us,  as  well  touching  the  said  contempt  as  also  such 
matters  as  shall  be  then  and  there  objected  against  him,  and  further  to 
perform  and  abide  such  order  as  our  said  court  shaU  make  in  this  behalf. 
And  hereof  fail  not.  We  also  hereby  strictly  command  aU  and  singu« 
lar,  mayors,  sheriffs,  bailiffs,  constables,  and  other  our  officers  and  loyal 
servants  and  subjects,  whdmseever,  as  weU  within  liberties  as  without,  that 
they,  by  aU  proper  means,  diligently  aid  and  assist  you,  and  every  one  of 
yon,  in  aU  things  in  the  execution  of  the  premises.  In  testimony  whereof 
we  have  ciaused  theie  eur  letters  to  be  made  patent.    Witness  ourself  at 

Westminster,  the  day  of  ,  in  the  thirty-fourth  year  of 

our  reign." 
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lowed,  like  other  arrests,  by  coimnittal  to.  the  .Meet. 
But  if  the  Fetnm  were  non  est  inventus^  there  'm^b  m 
further  process  agamst  the  person.^ 

"  6th.  A  writ  of  sequestratioQ,  issuable  only  on  the 
return  non  est  inventus  of  the  serjeabt-atiarms,  or  on 
a  defendant  in  custody  being  committed'  to  the  Bleet. 
This  writ  was  issued/not  against  the  person,  bat  against 
the  property  of  the:  defendant,  and  aatb-brised  th€i  se* 
questrators  to  take  his  goods  and  personal  estate/,  and 
to  enter  on  his  real  estate,  and  to  sequester  .the  rents 
and  profits.^    If  the  sequesteation  proved  kieffectual, 

there  was  no  further  process.'^ 

■        ■       ■'  I • — I  »     ■  ■ . 

^  This  order  is  as  follows : 

''Jamk8  Willis,  •   -        -   .    -        -  .    '-        -        i    .    ."     GottiplfdnAnt. 

•  **•  "  ■    •       •  ■■.•"'•.."  .■•■••■ 

£)d WARD  Willis  and  Wm.  Willis,  ^  .- .  .  •-  '  .-'•;.  l)eftadaziti. 
"Whereas  the  sa^t)  defendant', hatli  sit  out  all  ptoceBB  of  e^itempt %)  a 
comm,is8iQn  of  rebflUon,  for  want  of  Jiis  anaWer  to,  tli«  plaintiff's  bill«  as  hj 
the  same  WEidei  the  seal  of  this  Court,  ■  and  the  oouxnissioners'  certificate 
thereupon  indorsed,  whereby  the  said'commisslo-ners  do  certify  that  the 
sa^d  defendant  doth  abscond  himself  so  th^t  .he  clmnc^'  be  taken  there- 
upon, noWj)roduced,  appears;  it  is  therefore.,  ordered,  npqji  the  inotioa 
of  Mr.  ,  being  of  the  plaintiff's  .counsel,  that  the  seijeant-atr 

arms,  attendinjs  this  Court,  do  apprehend  the  said  defendant,  and  bring 
him  to  the  bar  of  this  Court  to  answer  the  sai^  contempt."     .. 

^  The  form  of  this  writ,  is  as  follows  :•...•,. 

"  George  the  Third,  Ac.  Ac.  To  Samuel  Legfaome,  Setdr  WUlfinB,  Isaac 
Jones,  4fec.  Whereas  Ja^es  Willis,  oom|>lainant;  ekhiblt^d  big -bill  df 
complaint  in  our  court  of  chancery,  against  Bdward  'WiKis  and  WiUiau 
Willis,  defendants,  and  whereas  the  sud  Edw9f  d  Will!^,  beiBg;dtily  tferred 
with  a  writ  issuing  out  of  our.  said  court,- -oommiiBding  bim  under  the 
penalty  tt^erein  mentioned,  to  appear  .to  and  answer  the  -said  bill,  has 
refused  so  to  do,  and  thereupon,  all  process  of  cdntempt  has  i88Ui»4 
against  him,  unto  a  sergeant-at^arms :  And,  whereas,  th«i  said  Edward 
Willis  has  of  late  absconded^  and  so  tsonoealed. himself  thtA  the  ser^eaiit- 
at-arms  has  not  been  able  to  find  -him,  as  by  the  oertificfite  df  .-the  said 
sergeant  appears :  Know  ye,  therefore,  that  we,  ia  confidence  of  your 
prudence  and  fidelity,  hare  given,  and  by  these  presents  do  give  .to  yon, 
any  three  or  two  of  you,  fhll  power  and  authority  to  entAr  upon  all  the 
messuages,  lands,  tenements,  and  real  estate  whatsoever,  of  the  said 
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§  85.  The  question  will  naturally  suggest  itself  to 
the  reader,  how  the  third  and  fourtJi  steps  of  this  pro- 
cess may  be  taken  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts.  This 
question  will  be  left  for  discussion  in  the  Appendix  to 
this  volume.  The  reader  will  there  find,  also,  the 
forms  of  these  various  processes  as  now  used  in  the 
Virginia  State  Courts,  and  the  United  States  Courts. 

§  86.  In  the  case  of  a  corporation  which  cannot  be 
attached,  the  first  step  in  the  process  of  contempt  is 
by  distringas,*''  and  the  second  by  sequestration.  There 
is  this  further  difierence  between  the  process  of  con- 


Edwwrd  Willis,  and  to  take,  ooUect,  receiYO  and  sequester  into  jour 
hands,  not  only  all  the  rents  and  profits  of  the  said  messuaj^es,  lands, 
tenements  and  real  estate,  hut  also  all  his  goods,  chattels  and  personal 
estate  whatsoerer ;  and,  therefore,  we  oonunand  70a,  any  three  or  two  of 
yon,  that  you  do  at  certain  proper  and  convenient  days,  and  hours,  go  to 
and  enter  upon  all  the  messuages,  lands,  tenements  and  real  estate  of  the 
said  Edward  Willis;  and  that  you  do  eoUect^  take  and  get  into  yeur 
hands,  not  only  aU  the  rents  and  profits  of  aU  his  real  estate,  but  fblso, 
aU  his  goods,  chattels  and  personal  estate,  ^d  keep  the  same  imder  se^ 
questration,  in  your  hands,  until  the  said  Edward  Willis  shall  fully 
answer  the  eomplainant^s  bill,  and  dear  his  contempts,  and  otfr  said  court 
make  other  order  to  the  contrary. 

"  Witness,  ourself,  at  Westminster,  the day  of ,  in  the 

33d  year  of  our  rei#i.  Anrav. 

WlHTBR." 

V  The  form  of  this  writ  [in  England]  is  as  follows : 

"  George  the  Third,  Ac,  to  the  sheriff  of  the  city  of  London,  greeting — 
**  We  command  you  to  make  a  distress  on  the  lands  and  tenements, 
goods  and  chattels,  of  the  mayor,  commonalty  and  dtisens  of  our  said 
city  of  London,  within  your  bailiwick;  so  as  neither  the  said  mayor, 
commonalty  and  citizens,  nor  any  other  person  or  persons  for  them,  may 
lay  his  or  their  hands  thereon,  until  our  court  of  chanceiy  ehall  make 
other  order  to  the  contrary ;  and,  in  the  mean  time,  you  are  to  answer  to 
US  for  the  said  goods  and  chattels,  and  the  rents  and  profits  of  the  said 
lands,  so  that  the  said  mayor,  commonalty  and  citisens,  may  be  ccmpelled 
to  appear  before  us,  in  our  said  court  of  chancery,  wheresoeyer  it  shall 
then  be,  there  to  answer  to  us,  as  well  touching  a  contempt,  Ac.  (as  in  the 
attaehment.)    Witness,  Ao.  Abden. 

WiNTBB." 

4 


^ 
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tempt)  as  against  a  corponction  and  private  persons :  a 
sequestration  may  be  stayed,  in  the  case  of  the  latter, 
on  their  entering  their  appearance ;  in  the  case  of  the 
former,  it  cannot.^ 

ORDER  TO  BRING  IN  DEFENDANT  TO  ANSWER 

INTERROGATORIES. 

§  87.  As  was  stated  in  the  eighty-second  section, 
there  is  anotl^er  method  provided  for  compelling  an- 
swers from  a  defendant^  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts. 
The  party  plaintiff  may  obtain  an  order  for  the  defend- 
ant to  be  brought  in  to  answer  interrogatories;  and 
this  may  be  done,  though  the  bill  has  already  been 
taken  for  confessed  as  to  such  defendant.*  This  course 
is  attended  with  less  embarrassing  questions  than  the 
regular  process  of  contempt,  and,  on  that  account,  is 
preferable  in  all  cases  where  there  is  zm>  paramount 
reason  for  resorting  to  that  process. 

DEATH,   MARRIAGE,   OR  LUNACY  OP  PARTIES,    &C. 

§  88.  In  the  English  Courts,  when  a  party  dies,  or  a 
female  party  marries,  a  bill  of  revivor  is  necessary  to 
bring. the  personal  representative,  heirs  and  devisees  of 
the  deceased  party  in  the  one  case,  and  the  husband  in 
the  other,  before  the  Court.  Thi^,  also,  is  the  practice 
in  the  United  States  Courts,  as  will  be  seen  on  refer- 
ence to  the  66th  and  57th  rules  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  printed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  volume. 
This  course  is  not  necessary  in  the  Virginia  State 
Courts.  In  either  of  the  cases  mentioned,  if  the  party 
dying,  or  female  party  marrying,  be  a  plaintiff,  the 


2s  Barton's  Suit  in  Equity,  by  Holcombe,  92. 
29  C<nI«  of  Virginia,  obap.  171,  sec.  46. 
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persotial  representative,  heirs  and  devisees  of  deceased 
parly,  or  husband  and  mfe,  may  move  the  Ooiirt  that  the 
suit  proceed  in  his  or  then- name ;  and  if  no  sufficient 
cai»e  be  shewn  against  it  an  order  mil  be  entered  t^at 
the  suit  proceed  according  to  such  motion^;  if,  how- 
ever, th«  party  dying,  or  female  party  marrying,  be  a 
defendant,  "then  a  writ  of  scire  faciaSj  the  form  of  which 
will  be  giTen  in  the  Appendix,  is  necessary,  and  aft^ 
service  of  this  writ  Upon  the  personal  representative 
[heirs  or  devisees,  if  necessary  parties  to  suit,]  of  de- 
ceased  party,  in  the  one  case,  and  the  husband  and  wife 
in  the  othe)*  case,  if  no  sufficient  cause  be  shewn  against 
it,  an  order  will  be  entered  that  the  suit  proceed  accord- 
ing to  such  9cire  facias  against  the  personal  representa- 
tive [Tieirs  or  devisees]  of  the  deceased  paprty,  cwr  the 
husband  and  wife.^^ 

§  89,  And  BOj  too,  when  a  party  becomes  convict  of 
felony,  or  insane,  or  the  powers  of  a  party  who  is  a  pet- 
sonal  representative  or  committee  cease, -if  sttch  party 
be  a  plaintiff,  the  cause  may  be  proceeded  in  on  simple 
motion,  as  mentioned  in  the  elghty-eigirtfe  section;  if 
he  be  a  defendant,  then  a  Bc^e  famaB  miaybe  issued 
and  the  like  proceedings  had  as  on  a  scire  facias  issued 
in  the  cases  mentioned  in  thtit  setbtion." 

§  90.  3!be  writ  of  scire  facias  may  be  issued  at  any 
time  and  made  returnable  to  a  day  in  Court  or  to  a  rule 
day,  and,  when  returnable  to  a  rule  day,  the  clerk  will 
make  the  necessary  order  of  revival  in  his  rule  book,  if 
no  sufficient  ea«u3e  be  shewn  against  it^;  and  it  is  de- 


ao  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  173,  sec.  3.         si  Ibid.         « Ibid. 

93  The  extent- of  thepotrets  of  the  elerk  in  this  regard  seem  not  to  be 
very  weU  defined.    It  is  presumedi  in  the  absence  of  precedent  or  express 
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clared  by  statute  that  an  order  may  be  entered,  at  mles 
for  a  case  to  proceed  in  the  name  of  the  prq>er  party, 
although  the  case  be  on  the  Court  docket.^ 

§  91.  When,  however,  in  any  case,  the  party  whose 
powers  cease  is  a  defendant,  the  party  phuntiff  will  not 
be  allowed  to  proceed,  upon  his  previous  bill,  against 
such  defendant  and  his  successor,  unless  an  order  that 
the  suit  proceed  against  the  former  party  be  ent^ed 
at  the  first  term  after  service  of  a  Metre  faeias  for  or 
against  such  successor.^ 

UNITED   STATES  CIRCUIT  COI^TS. 

§  92.  The  practice  in  causes  at  rules  in  these  courts 
differs  materially  from  the  practice  of  the  Virginia  State 
Courts.  Uniformly,  in  those  courts,  the  bill  is  filed  be- 
fore any  step  is  taken  in  the  cause.  The  process  issued 
upon  the  filing  of  the  bill  is  a  avipcena,  differing  some- 
what in  f<»:m  from  the  summons  issued  in  the  Virginia 
State  Courts.  The  mode  of  holding  the  rules  and  the 
time  of  holding  them  are  also  different,  while,  in  nearly 
every  step,  there  are  greater  or  less  discrepancies  be- 
tween the  two  modes  of  practice.  The  reader  is  re- 
ferred to  the  chapter  of  this  work  treating  particularly 
of  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  and  to  the  Appendix, 
in  which  he  will  find  the  rules  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  regulating  the  practice  in  the  United  . 
States  Circuit  Courts. 


legislation  upon  the  subject,  that  in  case  the  clerk  were  not  fnlly  satisfied 
he  would  refer  the  decision  of  the  question  of  ntffieient  cause  to  the  Court; 
and  if  the  clerk  undertook  to  decide,  and  did  decide  improperly,  this  im- 
propriety might  be  corrected  by  the  Court  at  its  next  term.  See  Code  of 
Virginia^  ohap.  171,  sec  61. 
M  Code  of  Virginia^  chap.  173,  see. 4.       %  ibid.  mo.  5. 
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CHAPTER  IV. 


Of  the  defence  to  suits  in  equity :  of  demurrers^  pUas, 

answers  and  disclaimers, 

COTTESB  OF  DEFENDAirT. 

§  93.  Tbm  far^  in  tMs  treatise^  the  attention  of  the 
reader  has  been  principally  directed  to  the  case  on  the 
part  of  the  plaintiff^  the  method  of  submitting  it  to  the 
Court,  and  the/means  prorided  by  the  practice  of 
Equity. Courts  for  compelling  the  defendant  to  appear 
and  answer  the  bill,  or  in  case  of  his  failure  to  appear 
and  answer,  for  giving  the  plaintiff  the  relief  to  which 
the  justice  of  his  case  appears  to  entitle  him  on  the 
facts  as  set  forth  in  his  bill*  It  is  now  proposed  to 
consider  in  what  manner  suits  in  equity  may  be 
defended. 

§  d4»  As  we  htt^e  seen  in  the  preceding  cliapter,  ap« 
pearances  are  either  voluntary  or  compulsory :  volun- 
tary, when  the  defendant  comeiJ  in  of  his  Own  accord, 
before  the  writ  has  been  served  upo?Dt  him^  or  after  such 
service,  and  befexe  process  of  contempt  has  been  sued 
out  against  him ;  compulsory,  when  he  is  compelled  to 
appear  b  j  the  process  of  contempt, 

§  94  a*  By  the  rules  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  prescribing  the  mode  of  practice  in  the 
United  States  Circuit  Courts,  and  by  the  statutes  of  Vir- 
ginia governing  the  practice  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts, 
a  party  appearing  voluntarily  has  privileges  which  he 

would  not  enjoy  if  his  appearance  were  compelled  by 
4* 
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the  process  of  attachment.  The  18th  rule  of  the  Sn- 
,preme  Court  of  the  United  States  provides,  that  f  ^  a 
plaintiff,  if  he  requires  any  discovery  or  answer  to  en- 
able him  to  obtain  a  proper  decree,  shall  be  entitled  to 
process  of  attachment  against  the  defendant  to  compel 
an  answer ;  and  the  defendant  ^hall  not^  when  arrested 
upon  such  process,  be  discharged  thereffom,  unless  hy 
filing  his  answer^  or  otherwise  complying  with  such 
order  as  the  Court  or  a  judge  thereof  may  direct,  as  to 
pleading  to  or  fully  answering  the  Kll  within'  a  period 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Court  or  judge,  or:  undertaking  to 
speed  the  cause."  The  Virginia  statute  enacts  that  no 
plea  or  demurrer  shall  be  received  of  a  defendant  who 
has  been  brought  in  by  an  attachment  against  him^  an* 
less  by  order  of  Court  upon  motion.^ 

§  &5.  When,  therefore,  the  appearance  is  not  volun- 
tary, defendant  is  compelled  to  fil^  an  answer,  unless 
he  -obtain  special  l^ave  from  the  Court  to  take  another 
mode  of  defence. 

§  96.  When,  however,  the  appearance  is  voluntai-y, 
the  defendant  may  adopt  either  of  these  severlki  de« 
fences :  ♦ 

1.'  By  demurrer,  which,  admitting  the  matters  of  faot^ 
alleged  by  the  bill  to  be  true,  -shews  that  as  they  are 
therein  set  forth  they  are  insuflBcie^t  for  the  plaintiff  to 
proceed  upon  or  to  oblige  the  defendant  to  answer.^ 
2.  By  plea,  when  the  Cause,  or  sojne  part  of  itj  may  by 
denial  or  avoidance  be  stayed,  or  discharged  by  matter 
foreign  to  the  record,  by  which  it  will  be  reduced  to  a 
single  point.*  8.  By  answer^  which,  controverting  the 
case  made  by  the  plaintiff,  confesses  and  avoids  or  tra- 

■  ■■■■     ■  ■■—.■■■.  ■■,■■■»■■—■■■—.—    .  »■         I       .    ■  ■     ■!    I  H^^>  I       I      ■     ■■      ■        I       H    —  it  ■  till  ,»l      ■-  ■  ■■■■■■      I 

1  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  172,  sec.  46.  »  Mltf:  PL  106, 108, 

3  Mitf.  PL  219;  XL  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  97. 
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verses  'and  denies  the  setveral  parts  of  the  bill,  or,  ad- 
mij^ing  tbe  case  xnade  by  the  bill,  submits  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Coiiirt  upon  it,  or  upon  a  new  case  made 
by  theaaswor,  or  both*;  or,  4,  by  disclaimer,  which  at 
onoe  termiixates  the  suit,  the  defendant  disclaiming  all 
right  in  the  matter  sought  by  the  bill.  All  these  seye- 
ral  medes  ^f  defeiiee,  or  any  of  them,  may  be  used  to- 
gether, if  applied  to  aep^a^e  and  distinct  parts  of  the 
IwlL*  1 

i.   MMURRER. 

,  General  iMXt%T^€lf  demurrers. 

§  97.  Whenever  ahy  ground^  of  defence  is  apparent 
upon  the  bill  itself,  either  frotH  the  matter  contained  in 
it,  or  from  defect  in  its  frame  or  in  the  case  made  by  it, 
the  proper  mod^  of  defence  is  by  demurrer.^ 

§  98.  A  demurrer  is  in  substance  an  allegation  by  a 
defendant,  which,  admitting  thq  matters  of  fact  stated 
in  the  bill  to  be  trtie,  shews  that  as  they  are  therein  set 
forth,  they  are  insufficient  for  the  plaintiff  to  proceed 
upon  or  to  oblige  the  defendant  to  answer^;  or  that,  for 
some  reason  apparent  on  the  face  of  the  bill,  or  because 
of  the  omission  of  some  matter  which  ought  to  be  con- 
tained in  it,  or  for  want  of  some  circumstance  which 
ought  to  be  attei^laBt  thereon,  the  defendal^t  ought  not 
to  be  .compelled  to  answer.  It  therefote  demands  judg- 
ment of  the  Court  whether  the  defendant  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  answer  the  complainant's  bill,  or  that  particular 
part  of  itf  to  which  the  demurrer,  applies.^ 

4  Mitt  PL  106.  6  Ibid.  14. 

s  II.  Dui.  €h.  Pr.  19 ;  Hitf.  PL  107. 

7  Prao.  Beg.  103. 

8  II.  Dttn.  Gil,  Pr.  19;  Kit.  PL  108. 
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§  99.  A  demurrer  admits  as  true  ike  niatleis.0f-laet 
stated  in  the  bill^  or  iq  thart  part  thereof  to  which  de*^ 
fendant  d^nurs ;  and  so  strictly  is  this  nil#  obieryeA  m 
the  English  Courts,  that  where  a  bill  sdsstated^  a  deed 
by  alleging  it  to  contain  a  proViso  which  it  did  not, 
Lord  Oottenham,  upon  the  argument  0t  a  demurrer  to 
the  bill,  refused  to  allow  the  defefludii^Vs  -  eooksel  to 
refer  to  the  deed  itself  for  tilie  purpose  of  shewing  ike 
incorrectness  of  the  manner  in  which  it  was  set  out, 
although  the  bill  contained  a  reference,  for  "greater 
certainty  as  to  its  contents,  &c./*  to  the  deed,  as  being 
in  the  custody  oi  the  defendatits.*  But 'while  a  de* 
murrer  confesses  the  matters  stated  vx  the  bill  to  l>e 
true,  such  confession  is  confined  to  .these  matters  which 
are  well  j>leaded^  L  e.,  matters  of  &ct.^°  Xt  does  not, 
therefore,  admit  any  matters  of  law  which  are  sug- 
gested in  the  bill  or  inferred  &om  the  facts  stated ;  for$ 
strictly  speaking,  arguments  or  inferences  or  iQatters  of 
law  ought  not  to  be  stated  in  pleading.^^  Nor  will  the 
Court  have  any  regard  to  fkcts  averred .  in  a  bill  which 
haQ  bejsin  demurred  to,  when  they  are  contrary  to  any 
fact  of  which  the  Court  takes  judicial  notice.^ 

'  .         I 

DIFFERENT  GROUNDS  OP  DEMURRER. 

§  100.  A  demurrer  may  be  either  to  the  relief  prayed, 
or  it  may  be  to  the  dfecovery  only,  or  to  both.  If  the 
demurred  be  good  to  fthe  whole]  reHef  it  wiH  be  so  to 

■m —   rir--       --  iiiiu         ■  i  iii  biii       i        iiim-       1        ~l'~'    •* —   ' —    "  ~\  f  ^  f      ~     ~T* 1 ' ^^^^^^^    .    _       _^„_j^_^.^^ 

»  Oampbell  va,  Maokay,  H.  it  Oriig.  tMS,  613,  titod  k7  DiuiieU  in  bSi 
PraoUoe,  II.  vol.  20. 

M  1  Vee.  jr.  72,  78. 

"  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  21.  •    ' 

w  Ibid.  23. 
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tie  discoTery.^*  When  the  demurrer  is  to  part  only  of 
the  relief  prayed,  it  will  not  protect  the  defendant  from 
a  disooyery,  unless  the  discoyery  from  which  the  proteo- 
tion  is  sought  is  specially  pointed  out.^^ 

DemurrerB  to  original  hilh  for  relief. 

« 

§  101.  The  principal  grounds  of  objection  to  the  relief 
sought  by  an  original  bUl,  which  can  appear  on  the  bill 
itdelf,  and  may  therefore  be  taken  adyantage  of  by  de- 
murrer, are  these :  1,  that  the  subject  of  the  suit  is  not 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Court  of  Equity,^*  [or  not 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  Court  of  Equity  in  which  suit 
is  instituted ;]  2,  that  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  sue 
by  reason  of  some  personal  disability^*;  8,  that  the 
plaintiff  has  no  interest  in  the  subject  or  no  title  to  in- 
stitute a  suit  concerning  if ;  4,  that  the  plaintiff  has  no 
right  to  call  on  the  defendant  [though  he  may  haye  a 
right  to  call  on  others,]  concerning  the  subject  of  the 
suit^^;  5,  that  the  defendant  has  not  that  interest  in  the 
subject  which  can  make  him  liable  to  the  claims  of  the 
plaintiff;  6,  that  for  some  reason  founded  on  the  sub- 
stance of  the  case,  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  the 
relief  he  prays.^  To  these  may  be  added,  7,  the  defi- 
ciency of  tiie  bill  to  answer  the  purpose  of  complete 


is  n.  Dsn.  Ch.  Pr.  24.    See  Mit£  PL  110, 183. 

M II.  Ban.  Clu  Pf.  24.  See  note  (1),  p.  218,  of  S^Etb  Ameiimiii  ecUtkm 
of  Mitford's  Pleadings,  by  Moulton. 

15  See  Introduction  to  thig  work. 

wlbid. 

nibid. 

u  As,  for  instance,  that  the  plaintiiTs  remedy  is  barred  by  lapse  of  time, 
or  that  it  appears  by  the  bill  that  there  Is  another  suit  depending  for  the 
same  matter.    11.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  85. 
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justice,  as,  for  instance,  the  irant  of  pr.oper  parties^, 
and,  8,  the  improprietj  of  confounding  distinct  subjectB 
in  the  same  bill,  or  of  unnecessarily  multiplying  snits.^ 

Demurrer  to  original  bills  for  discovery. 

§102,  The  principal  objections  to  a  bill  which  are 
causes  of  demurrer  to  discovery  are  these :  1,  tiliat  the 
case  made  by  the  bill  is  not  such  in  i^i^h  a  Court  of 
Equity  assumes  a  jurisdiction  tQ  oonpel  diecoTOry; 
2,  that  the  plaintifif  has  no  interest  :in  the  subject,  or 
not  such  an  interest  ^  will  entitle  ^^  to  oaU  on  defen- 
dant for  the  purpose  of  disco^ry ;  3,  that  the  ^efendflnt 
has  no  interest  in  the  subject  to  ei^le  l^e  plM&tiff  to 
institute  a  suit  against  him  even  for  the-  purpose  of  dis- 
covery;  4,  although  both  plaintifif  and  defendant  may 
have  an  interest  in  tiiie  suVfect,  ye^  that  tibeve  is  not 
that  privi^  of  title  between  tbem  which,  gives  the 
jdaintiff  a  right  to  the  discovery  required  by  his  biU ; 
5,  that  the  ^scoi^ry,  if  obtained,  will  not  be  material ; 
and,  6,  that  t]^  situation  of  the  defendabt  renders  it 
improper  for  a  Covrt  of  Equity  to  compel  a  discovery.^ 

I'OBH  or  DEHUBREBS. 

§  lOS.  general  or  9pe(riaL  Demurrers,  in  tiieir 
forms,  are  either  general  or  speciaL  They  are  gene- 
ral, when  no  particular  cause  is  assigned,  except  the 
visual.  fiMrmulary  (to  comply   ^th   the   rules  of  the 


»  A  demurrer  for  the  wuit  of  proper  purtiei  shonld  designate  them,  that 
the  plaintiff  maj  be  enabled  to  amend  his  bUL  Barton's  Suit  in  Equity 
by  Holcombe,  98. 

»  See  Mitf.  PL  110,  from  whieh  work  this  101st  seeUon  ia  taken,  witk 
slight  modifications  adapted  to  the  practice  in  this  oovntry. 

^  Mitf.  PL  185. 
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Court)  that  there  is  no  equity.  They  are  special, 
when  the  particular  defects  or  objections  are  pointed 
out.  The  former  will  be  sufficient  (although  special 
causes  are  usually  stated,)  when  the  bill  is  defective  in 
sabstance.  The  latter  is  indispensable  where  the  objec^ 
tion  is  to  the  defects  of  the  bill  in  point  of  form.^ 
By  tlie  rules  of  Courts  of  Equity  in  England,  which 
would  in  this  particular  rule  the  practice  in  United 
States  Gircuit  Courts,  every  demurrer  is  required  to 
oontain  the  causes  thereof,^  and  they  must  be  set  down 
with  reasonable  certainty  and  directness.^  Some  of 
the  Yirgmia  State  Courts  have  adopted  the  like  rule. 

§  104.  The  following  is  the  form  of  a  general  de- 
murrer for  want  of  equity : 

In  OHAi^cBBT. — ^The  demurrer  of  D.  D-,  J.  D.,  and 
S.  K.,  three:  of  the  defendants  to  the  bill, of  com- 
plaint of  S.  S.  complainant. 

These  defendants  by  protestation,  not  confessing  or 
acknowledging  all  or  any  of  the  matters  and  things  in 
the  said  complainant's  bill  contained  to  be  true  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  same  are  therein  and  thereby 
set  forth  and  alleged,  do  demur  to  the  said  bill,  and  for 
cause  of  demurrer  shew  that  the  said  complainant  has 
not  by  his  said  bill  made  such  a  case  as  entitles  him  in 
a  Court  of  Equity  to  any  discovery  from  these  defen- 
dants respectively  or  any  of  them,  or  to  any  relief 
against  them,  as  to  the  matters  contained  in  the  said 
bill   or  any  of  such  matters,  and  that  any  discovery 


22  Story  Eq.  PL,  sec.  465. 

23  Beames'  Ord.  in  Chan.  77,  78; 

84  Barton's  Suit  in  Bquity,  hy  Bolcombe,  96. 


48  DEFENCE  TO  SUITS  IK  EQUITY. 

which  can  be  made  by  these  defendants  or  any  of  them 
touching  the  matters  complained  of  in  the  said  bill  or 
any  of  them,  cannot  be  of  any  avail  to  the  said  com* 
plainant  for  any  of  the  purposes  for  which  a  disooyery 
is  sought  against  these  defendants  by  the  said  bill,  nor 
entitle  the  said  complainant  to  any  reUef  in  this  Court 
touching  any  of  the  matters  therein  complained  of: 
Wherefore  and  for  divers  other  good  causes  of  demurrer 
appearing  in  .the  said  bill,  these  defendants  do  demur 
thereto,  and  they  pray  the  judgment  of  thid  honorable 
Court  whether  they  or  either  of  them  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  make  any  further  or  other  answer  to  the  said 
bill,  and  they  humbly  pray  to  be  hence  dismissed  with 
their  reasonable  costs  in  this  behalf  sustained. 

§  105.  The  following  is  the  form  of  a  special  de- 
murrer to  so  much  of  a  bill  as  sought  a  discovery  of 
title  deeds  for  Want  of  proper  affidavit : 

The  demurrer  of,  &c.  {as  in  form  in  see^  104.) 

This  defendant  by  protestation,  not  confessing  or  ac- 
knowledging, &c.  {a8  inform  in  §.104,  to  word  "  aXUged^^ 
i'mlusive^  as  to  so  much  of  the  said  bill  as  seek^  a 

discovery  of  the  marriage  settlement  of  the  late 

father  and  mother  of  the  said  complainant,  and  of  the 
tiile-deeds  and  writings  relating  to  the  messuages,  lands 
and  tenements  in  the  said  bill  mentioned,  and  that  the 
same  may  be  delivered  up  to  the  said  complainant,  this 
defendant  doth  demur  in  law,  and  for  cause  of  demurrer 
sheweth,  that  no  person  or  persons  by  the  ancfent  and 
approved  rule  of  this  honorable  Court,  shall  exhibit  a 
bill  of  complaint  in  this  honorable  Court  against  any- 
other  person  or  persons  for  a  discovery  of  deeds  and 
writings   belonging   to    such   complainant,    and   upon 
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wluch,  if  in  his  possession,  he  might  have  remedy  at 
kw  aii.d  pray  relief  relating  thereto,  unless  such  com- 
plainant or  complainants  shall  at  the  time  of  exhibiting 
such  bill  make  affidavit  that  he,  she  or  they  have  not 
such  deeds  and  writings  so  sought  after  in  his,  her  or 
their  custody  or  power:  Wherefore  and  for  that  he 
said  comph^inaait  hath  not  made  affidavit  of  not  having 
the  deeds  or  writings  in  ^his  custody  or  power  so  sought 
after  by  the  said  bill,  this  defendant  doth  demur  to  such 
part  of  the  bill  as  aforesaid,  and  humbly  prays  the 
judgment  of  this  Court  whether  he  shall  be  compelled 
to  make  any  further  or  other  answer  to  such  part  of 
the  said  bill  as  is  so  demurred  unto. 

§  106.  Speaking  demurrers, — Care  must  always  be 
taken,  in  framing  a  demurrer,  that  it  is  made  to  rely 
upon  the  &cts  stated  m  the  bill;  otherwise'  it  will  be 
what  is  termed  a  speakmg  demurrer^  and  will  be  over- 
ruled »  In  order  to  oonstii^te  a  speaking  demnrrer, 
however,  the  fact  or  averment  introduced  must  be  one 
which  is  necessary  to  support  the  demurrer  and  is  not 
found  in  the  bill,  l^e  introdtiction  of  immaterial  fdete 
or  averments,  or  of  arguments,  is  improper,  but  it  is 
mere  surplusage,  and  will  not  vitiate  the  demurrer.'' 

Special  rules  of  Equity  CoufU. 

§  107.  The  rules  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
prescribe  other  requisites  in  the  form  of  demurrers  pre- 
sent^ to  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts;  among 
others,  the  signature  of  counsel.*    The  Equity  Courts 


»  11  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  72. 

» Ibid.  72. 

*  See  Bales  of  Supreme  Court  in  Appendix  to  thii  rolume*  ] 
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in  Virginia  have  generally  adopted  rules  for  tkeir  own 
regimen,  which  govern  the  practice  in  these  particulars 

in  the  several  Courts. 

« 

When  demurrerB  sustained^  when  overruled. 

§  108.  It  would  be  a  departure  from  the  design  of 
this  treatise  to  enter  upon  this  subject  in  the  body  of 
the  work.  The  reader  will  find,  however,  in  the  .Ap- 
pendix, a  summary  of  cases  of  general  application,  in 
which  demurrers  for  relief  or  for  discovery,  or  for  both, 
have  and  have' not  been  sustained. 

Demurrers  to  bflU  not  original. 

§109.  Demurrers  have  hitherto  been  noticed  with 
reference  only  to  original  bills.  .  As  every  other  kind 
of  bill  is  u  conaequence  qf  an  oiiginad.bill,  many  of  the 
causes  of  demurrer  which  will  apply  to  an  original  bill 
will  also  apply  to  every  other  kind ;  but  the  peculiar 
form  and  object  of  each  kind  afford.  d]0tinct>  causes  of 
demurrer  to  each.^  These  will  be  detailed  in  the  chap- 
ters treating  of  «uch  bills  and  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
volume.  • 

Prdcedure  on  demurrers* 

§  110.  The  course  of  procedure  on  a  demurrer  depends 
upon  the  plaintiff's  opinion  of  its  validity.  If  ho  thinks 
th^t  as  the  bill  stands  tho  objection  is  good,  but  that  he 
can  remove  it  by  restating  his  case,  he  may  submit  to 
the  demurrer  and  amend  his  bill.  If  he  thinks  the  de- 
murrer bad,  he  may  set  it  down  for  argument.^  If 
the  demurrer  is  allowed  on  argument,  the  suit  is  at  an 


27Mitf.  PL  201. 

28  See  antCf  sec.  71,  p.  29. 
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end  unless  the  demurrer  is  confined  to  a  part  of  the 
bill,  oi*  the  Court  give  permission  to  the  plaintiff  tp 
amead,^  If  it  is  overruled,  in  the  English  Courts^ 
the  defendant  must  make  a  fresh  defence  by  answer, 
unless  he  obtain  permission  to  avail  himself  of  a  plea  ;^ 
in  such  event,  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  and 
in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  it  appears  there  is  no  al- 
ternative; he  must  answer,^^  This  subject  will  be 
further  treated  of  in  a  subsequent  chapter. 

.   II.   PLEAS. 

General  nature  of  plea^. 

§  111.  A  demurrer  has  been  mentioned  to  be  the 
proper  mode  of  defence  to  a  bill  whe?i  any  objection  is 
apparent  upon  the  bill  itself,  either  from  matter  con- 
tained in  it  or  from  defect  in  its  frame,  or  in  the  case 
made  by  it.  When  an  objection  to  the,  bill  is- not  ap- 
parent on  the  bill  itself^  if  the  defendant  means  to  takej 
advantage  of  it,  h,e  must  shew  to,  the  Court  the  matter 
which  creates  the  objection,  either .  by  •  answer  oa*  by 
plea,  which  latter  has  been  described  as  "a  special 
answer,  shewing  or  relying  upon  one  or  more  things  as 
a  cause  why  the  suit  should  be  either  dismissed,  delayed 
or  barred."  ^ 

§  112.  The  proper  defence  for  a  plea  is  such  as  re- 
duces the  cause  or  some  part  of  it  to  a  dingle  point, 
and  from  thence  creates  a  bar  to  the  suit,  or  to  the 

29  See  pottf  chap.  V.,  and  Appendix. 

so  Adams's  Equity,  335,  336. 

31  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec.  32;  XXXIV  Rule  Supreme  Court 
U.S. 
32 II  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  97 ;  Mitf.  PI.  218,  219. 
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part  of  it  to  which  the  Ull  applies."  It  is  not,  hoir- 
ever,  neeessary  that  it  should  consist  of  a  single  fact ; 
for  though  a  defence  oflfered  by  way  <^  plea^nrists 
of  a  great  variety  of  circumstances,  yet,  if  Aey  all 
tend  to  one  point,  they  will  be  good." 

§  113.  Affirmative  and  negative  pleas. — In  general, 
a  plea  relies  upon  matters  not  apparent  upon  the  bill ; 
and  in  most  cases,  [though  not  in  all,  as  will  be  seen 
hereafter,]  it  is  a  rule,  that  where  a  defendant  insists 
upon  matter  by  plea  which  is  apparent  upon  the  face 
of  the  bill  and  might  be  taken  advantage  of  by 
demurrer,  the  plea  will  not  hold.**  Pleas  which  state 
matter  not  apparent  upon  th^  bill  are  termed  affir- 
mative pUas;  they  usually  proceed  upon  the  ground 
that,  admitting  the  case  stated  by  the  bill  to  be 
true,  the  matter  suggested  by  the  plea  affords  a  suffi- 
cient reason  why  the  plaintiff  should  not  have  the 
relief  he  prays  or  the  discovery  he  seeks;  and,  when 
put  in,  the  Odurt,  in  order  to  save  expense  to  the  pari- 
ties or  to  protect  the  defendant  from  a  discovery  which 
he  ought  not  to  make,  instantly  decides  upon  the  va- 
lidity of  the  defence,  taking  the  plea  and  the  bill,  so 
far  as  it  is  not  contradicted  by  th6  plea,  to  bfe  true." 
There  are  pleas,  however,  which,  instead  of  introducing 
new  facts,  merely  rely  upon  a  denial  of  the  truth  of 
some  matter  stated  in  the  bill  upon  which  the  plaintiff's 
right  depends.  Fleas  of  this  sort  are  termed  negative 
pleas.^    It  was  at  one  time  a  matter  of  question  how 

83  Mitf.  PI.  219. 

34  11.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  97. 

35  Ibid.  97. 

38  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  98. 
37 II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  98. 
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far  ft  negative  plea  could  be  good ;  in  one  case  Lord 
Thnrlow  overruled  the  plea  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
a  negative  plea;^  but  tins  decision  vras  afterwards 
doubted  by  the  Judge  himself,^  and  since  that  time 
frequent  instances  have  occurred  in  which  negative 
pleas  have  been  allowed.^ 

§  114.  There  is  another  species  of  plea  which  often 
occurs  in  the  books,  and  is  not,  strictly  speaking,  either 
a  plea  affirming  new  matter  or  negativing  the  plaintiff's 
title  as  alleged  in  the  bill,  but  one  which  reasserts  some 
fact  stated  in  the  bill,  and  which  the  bill  seeks  to  im- 
peach, and  denies  all  the  circumstances  which  the  plain- 
tiff relies  upon  as  the  ground  upon  which  he  seeks  to 
impeadi  the  fact  so  set  up.  Thus,  where  a  bill  is 
brought  to  impeach  a  decree,  on  the  ground  of  fraud 
used  in  obtaining  it,  the  decree  may  be  pleaded  in  bar 
of  the]  suit,  with  averments  negativing  the  charges  of 
fraud.« 

§  115.  Whatever  the  nature  of  the  plea,  whether 
affirmative  or  negative  or  of  the  anomalous  character 
above  alluded  to,  the  matter  pleaded  must  reduce  the 
issue  betwe^[i  the  plaintiff  and  defendant  to  a  single 
point.  If  a  plea  is  double,  i.  e*,  tenders  more  than  one 
defence  as  the  result  of  the  facts  stated,  it  will  be 
bad  ;^  but  althougjh  this  is  the  general  rul^  there  are 
cases  in  which  it  will  be  relaxed,  where  great  inconve- 
nience would  result  to  the  defendant  from  denying  him 


»  Newman  ▼.  WaUU,  2  Bro.  C.  C.  142. 

»  H&U  T.  Noyes,  3  Bro.  0.  C.  488. 

40 II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  98,  99 ;  Mitf.  PL  230, 281. 

41  n.  Ban.  Gh.  Pr.  99. 

« IL  Ban.  Gh.  Pr.  l02.    2  Yes.  Jr.  84. 


64  DEFENCE  TO   SUITS  IN   EQUITY. 

thi$  privilege,*'  but  Tirlienever  a  defendant  desires  to  put 
in  a  double  plea,  he  must  obtain  an  order  for  kave  to 
do  so.**  The  rule,  hovever,  that  a  defendant  cannot 
plead  several  matters,  must  not  be  understood  as  pre- 
cluding a  defendant  from  putting  in  several  pl^s  to 
different  parts  of  the  same  bill;  it  merely  prohibits  his 
pleading  a  double  defence  to  the  whole  bill  or  to  the 
same  portion  of  it.*^ 

§  116.  When  plea  to  he  supported  hy  answer. — Some- 
times it  is  necessary  that  a  plea  should  be  supported 
by  an  answer.  The  occasion  of  this  .rule  will  go  very 
far  to  explain  when  such  suppprt  is  necessary  and  to 
what  extent  it  is  required.     It  originated  thu9 : — 

It  is  a  well  established  rule  that  wherever  jbl  bill  or 
part  of  a  bill,  the  substantive  case  made  by  which  may 
be  met  by  a  plea,  brings  forward  facts,  which,  if  true, 
would  destroy  the  effect  of  the  plea,  these  facts  must 
be  negatived  by  proper  averments  in  the  plea,  otherwise 
they  will  be  considered  as  admitted,  and  the  defendant 
will  be  thus  deprived  of  his  defence.**'  A  plea,  how- 
ever, cannot  be  excepted  to ;  and  as  it  is  not  necessary 
that  an  averment  in  a  plea  should  do  more  than  gene- 
rally deny  the  fact  in  the  bill,  the  plaintiff'  might,  if  no 
answer  were  to  be  required  from  the  defendant  in  addi- 
tion to  his  plea,  be  deprived  of  the  indefeasible  right 
which  hfe  ias  to  examine  the  defendant  upon  oath  as  to 
all  the  matters  of  fact  stated  in  the  bill  which  are  ne- 
cessary to  support  his  case.     To  obviate  this  result,  the 

43  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  104.    See  al^o  Verchild  V.  Pmvl,  1  Keen's  Ob.  Itep. 
87,  90. 

44  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  105. 

45  Ibid. 

46  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  112. 
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rale  has  been  adopted  that  if  there  is  any  statement  or 
charge  in  the  bill  which  affords  an  equitable  circum- 
stance in  favor  of  the  plaintiff's  case  against  the  matter 
pleaded  (such  as  fraud  or  notice  of  title,)  that  statement 
or  charge  must  be  denied  by  way  of  answer  as  well  as 
by  averment  in  the  plea.^ 

§116  a.  The  thirty-second  rule  of  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  specifically  requires  that  in  every  case  in 
the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  in  which  the  bill  spe- 
cially charges  fraud  or  combination,  a  plea  to  such  part 
must  be  accompanied  with  an  answer  fortifying  the 
plea,  and  explicitly  denying  the  fraud  and  combination 
and  the  facts  on  which  the  charge  is  founded. 

BrFEBKHNT   GROUNDS   OS  PLEAS. 

§  117^  A  plea  may  be  either  to  the  relief  or  to  the 
discovery,  or  both.  K  it  is  a  good  plea  to  the  relief  it 
will  be  also  good  to  the  discovery ;  in  the  same  manner 
that  a  demurrer,  which  is.  valid  as  to  the  relief  prayed, 
ifl,  as  has  been  already  mentioned,  good  to  the  dis- 
covery sought  by  the  bill.^ 

§  118.  Pleas  in  equity  have  been  differently  divided 
by  writers  upon  the  praotioe  in  Courts  of  Chancery. 
Lord  Redesdale,  adopting  the  usual  arrangement,  says 
that  they  have  been  generally  considered  as  of  three 
sorts :  1,  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Coui't ;  2,  to  the  per- 
son of  the  plaintiff  or  defendant,  and  3,  in  bar  of  the 
smt.^  Mr.  Beames,  in  his  "  Treatise  on  the  Elements 
of  Pleas  in  Equity,'*  adds  a  fourth,  viz :  pleas  to  the 
bill.     Mr.  Beames'  arrangement  is  adopted  by  Daniell, 

^       —*■*■"  ■         "^  ■      ■  —  ^»»-      ■    ■■    ■     ..rf  y^i.    ■         ■  ^  i^  ■,      ■  I      ■  ■   Ml    I  IPM   »  »■■■■■»,,,  ■II  ,  ■»■■■-■■  ■        ■■        ....I  I   ..i— —       ■■    ■■■ 

47 II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  IIJ. 

«  Ibid.  135.    49  Mitf.  PL  219. 
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one  of  the  most  accxurate  and  systematio  writers  ap<m 
the  subject.* 

Pleas  to  original  bills  for  relief. 

§  119.  The  objections  to  the  relief  sought  by  an  ori- 
ginal bill  which  can  be  taken  advantage  of  by  way  of 
plea  are  nearly  the  same  as  those  whioh  may  be  the  sub- 
ject of  demurrer ;  but  they  are  rather  more  numerous, 
because  a  demurrer  can  extend  to  such  only  as  may  ap- 
pear on  the  bill  itself,  whereas  a  plea  proceeds  on  other 
matter.  The  principal  are,  1,  that  the  subject  matter 
of  the  suit  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Court  of 
Equity ;  2,  that  some  other  Court  of  Equity  has  the 
proper  jurisdiction ;  3,  that  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled 
to  sue  by  reason  of  some  personal  disability ;  4,  that 


$» 


*  The  following  is  the  arrangement  of  Beames  as  elted  by  DanieU : 
I.  Tkoee  pleas  wl^eh  are  oommonlj  oaUed  ''pleMtothe  Jvrindietion; 
do  not  eommonly  proceed  the  length  of  disputing  the  right  of  the  plaintiff 
in  the  svbjeotof  the  salt,  or  allege  any  disability  on  the  pa^rt  of  the  plain- 
tiff t«  pMSionto  the  laity  but  sioiply  ass«rt  that  the  OoiHrt  of  Chaoeery  la 
not  the  proper  Court  to  take  oognizanoe  «f  those  rights.  IL  Fleas  to  tha 
person  de  not  dispute  the  ralidity  of  the  rights  which  are  made  the  subject 
of  the  suit,  or  deny  that  the  Court  has  jurisdiction  over  them ;  but  they 
assert  that  the  plaintiff  is  incapacitated  to  sue,  or  that  the  defendant  is  not 
ike  person  who  ought  to  be  sued.  III.  Those  pleas  in  equity;  also,  which 
Mr.  Beaaes  distinguishes  as  pleas  to  the  bill,  do  tot  dispute,  the  yaUdilj  df 
the  right  made  the  subject  of  the  suit,  or  contend  that  the  Court  has  not 
generaUy  Jurisdiction  over  it,  nor  do  they  allege  that  the  plaintiff  is  under 
ui^  disability  to  stte,  or  that  the  defendant  ought  not  to  be  sued;  but  they 
assert  that  the  suit,  as  it  appears  on  the  record,  is  defectiya  to  answer  the 
purpose  of  complete  justice,  or  ought  not,  for  some  other  reason^  to  pro- 
oeed.  IV.  Pleas  in  bar  may  be  distinguished  from  aU  other  pleas,  as  they 
admit  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Court,  an^do  not  dispute  thp  ability  of  tlvs 
plaintiff  to  sue  and  the  liability  of  the  plaiatirftobe  sued,  and  tacitly  con- 
cede that  thore  »re  none  of  those  objections  to  the  suit  which  constitute  the 
grounds  of  pleas  to  the  biU;  but  yet  they  allege  matter,  which,  if  true,  de- 
stroys the  claim  made  by  the  suit,  and,  by  shewing  that  the  right  made 
the  subject  of  the  suit  has  no  existence,  or  that  it  is  Tested  in  the  defen- 
dant, they  put  an  eternal  end  to  all  litigation  respecting  it. — See  Beamed 
<M  Pleat,  57-05.  11  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  137. 
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the  plaintiff  is  not  the  person  he  pretends  to  be  or  does 
not  sustain  the  character  he  assumes ;  5,  that  the  plain* 
tiff  has  no  interest  in  the  subject  or  no  right  to  insti- 
tute a  suit  concerning  it ;  6,  that  he  has  no  right  to 
call  on  the  defendant  concerning  it ;  7,  that  the  defen- 
dant is  not  the  person  he  is  alleged  to  be,  or  does  not 
sustain  the  character  he  is  alleged  to  bear ;  8,  that  the 
defendant  has  not  that  interest  in  the  subject  which  can 
make  him  liable  to  the  demands  of  the  plaintiff ;  9,  that 
for  some  reason  founded  on  the  substance  of  the  case, 
the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  the  relief  he  prays ;  10, 
that  the  defendant  has  an  equal  claim  to  the  protection 
of  a  Court  of  Equity  to  defend  his  possession,  as  the 
plaintiff  has  to  the  assistanoe  of  the  Court  to  assert  his 
right  ;*^  11,  the  deficiency  of  the  bill  to  answer  the  pur- 
poses of  complete  justice:  this  may  be  shewn  by  plea; 
12,  the  impropriety  of  unnecessarily  multiplying  suits : 
this  may  be  also  the  subject  of  a  plea,  but  the  iucon- 
yenience  arising  from  confounding  distinct  matters  in 
the  same  bill,  as  it  miist  be  apparent  in  the  bill  itself, 
unless  very  artfully  framed,  can  in  general  only  be  al- 
leged by  demurrer/^ 

Pleas  to  original  hills  for  discovery. 

§  119  a.  The  objections  noted  in  section  119  as  proper 
grounds  of  pleas  to  original  bills  for  relief,  likewise  ex- 
tend to  discovery  wherever  it  is  merely  sought  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  relief  and  can  have  no  other 
end.*^  There  are  objections,  however,  which  are  proper 
grounds  of  pleas  to  discovery  only.  These  are  nearly 
the  same  as  those  which  have  been  already  mentioned 

^ _■__■_  I  ■  ■  I  -  I  I  B-Mg^ 1 ,— — ^— ^.^— ^.^fc— ^^^^— ^.^— — _ 

»  Mitf.  PI.  220.  61  Ibid.  221.  «  Ibid.  281. 
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as  causes  of  demurrer  to  discovery;  they  may  be,  1, 
that  the  plaintiflf's  case  is  not  such  as  entitles  a  Court 
of  Equity  to  assume  a  jurisdiction  to  compel  a  discovery 
in  his  favor ;  2,  that  the  plaintiff  has  no  interest  in  the 
subject,  or  not  such  an  interest  as  entitles  him  to  call 
upon  the  defendant  for  a  discovery ;  3,  that  the  defen- 
dant has  no  interest  in  the  subject  to  entitle  the  plaintiff 
to  institute  a  suit  against  him  even  for  the  purpose  of 
discovery  only ;  4,  that  the  situation  of  the  defendant 
renders  it  improper  for  a  Court  of  Equity  to  compel  a 
discovery.^ 

FORM   OF  PLEAS. 

§  120.  A  plea  is  preceded  by  a  title  in  the  following 
form :  "  The  'plea  of  A.  B.  a  defendant  to  the  bill  of 
complaint  exhibited  again^  him  by  X.  Y."  &c. ;  or 
"  The  Joint  and  several^  plea  of  A.  B.  and  C.  B.  de- 
fendants to  the  bill  of  complaint  (as  before)/'  When 
a  plea  is  accompanied  by  an  answer  it  is  entitled  thus  : 
"  The  plea  and  answer,**  or,  "  The  joint  plea  and  an- 
swer,'* or,  "The  joint  and  several  plea  and  answef,'' 
according  to  the  circumstances.^ 

§  121.  A  plea,  like  a  demurrer,  is  introduced  by  a 
protestation  against  the  confession  of  the  truth  of  any 
matter  contained  in  the  bill.*^ 

§  122.  The  extent  of  the  plea,  that  is,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  [cover  the  whole  bill  or  a  part  of  it  only, 
and  what  part  in  particular,  is  usually  stated  in  the 

63  Mitf.  PI.  282. 

^  When  it  is  the  plea  of  man  and  wife,  the  words  "and  seyeral"  should 
ho  omitted. 
fis  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  205. 
66  Ibid.  206. 
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next   place,   and  this,   as   before    observed,  must   be 
clearly  and  distinctly  shewn.'^^ 

§  123.  In  the  English  Courts,  where  the  plea  is  to 
the  whole  of  the  relief  sought  by  the  bill,  but  it  is  ne- 
cessary that  the  defendant  should  support  his  plea  by 
an  answer  as  to  the  facts  stated,  which  may  avoid  the 
bar,  the  pleist  must  not  extend  to  the  whole  bill,  but 
should  be  in  the  form  of  a  plea  to  all  the  relief  and  all 
the  di$Qovefy  caught  hy  the  bill,  except  certain  parts  of 
the  discovery^  (which  are  to  be  answered.)^  This  par- 
ticularity is  not  required  in  pleas  filed  in  the  Circuit 
Courts  of  the  United  States'*  or  in  the  Virginia  State 
Courts. 

§  124.  The  matter  relied  upon  as  an  objection  to  the 
suit  or  bill  generally  follows,  accompanied  by  such  aver- 
ments as  are  necessary  to  support  it ;  and  it  is  to  be 
noticed  that  where  a  plea  is  of  matter  which  shews  an 
imperfection  in  the  frame  of  the  suit,  it  should  point 
out  in  what  that  imperfection  consists.^ 

§  126.  When  a  plea  is  accompanied  by  an  answer,  the 
answer  should  follow  the  conclusion  of  the  plea.^^ 

§  126.  Pleas  should  be  signed  by  counsel.  It  is  not 
necessary  that  they  be  signed  by  the  parties, 'either  in 
the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  or  in  Virginia  State 
Courts. 


57  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  206. 

58  Ibid. 

69  See  XXXVI.  and  XXXVII.  Rules  of  Supreme  Coutt  tJ.  S. 

« II.  Dan.  Gh.  Pr.  207»  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  remind  the  reader 
that  the  plea  mu^t  be  founded  on  matter  not  apparent  on  the  face  of  the 
bUl,  that  the  plea  must  reduce  the  case  to  a  single  point,  except  ^rhere 
leave  has  been  obtained  to  plead  double,  and  that  it  must  corer  the  whole 
case,  or  that  part  of  it  which  it  affects  to  cover. 

61 II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  210. 
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Special  rules  of  Equity  Courts. 

§  127.  The  rules  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  ^he  United 
States  require  that  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts 
other  requisites  shall  be  complied  with.®  The  Equity 
Courts  of  Virginia  have  generally  adopted  rules  for 
their  own  regimen,  which  govern  the  practice  in  these 
particulars  in  the  several  Courts. 

§  128.  The  following  is  the  form  of  a  plea  of  a  former 
suit  depending  for  the  same  matters,  in  bar  to  a  bill  for 
account : 

The  joint  and  several  plea  of  R.  H.  and  G.  H.  defen- 
dants to  the  bill  of  complaint  of  B.  S.  and  P.  D., 
executors  of  the  last  will  and  testament  of  J.  P. 
deceased,  on  behalf  of  themselves  and  all  other  the 
creditors  of  G.  S.  deceased,  complainants. 

These  defendants  by  protestation,  not  confessing  or 
acknowledging  all  or  any  of  the  matters  and  things  in 
the  said  complainants'  said  bill  mentioned  to  be  true  in 
such  manner  and  form  as  the  same  are  therein  and 
thereby  set  forth  and  alleged,  do  plead  in  bar  to  the 
said  bill,  and  for  cause  of  plea  severally  say  that  the 
tsaid  complainants,  together  with  R.  C.  since  deceased, 
did  in  the  year  1842  exhibit  in  this  honorable  Court 
their  bill  of  complaint,  which  was  afterwards  amended 
against  J.  S.  and  these  defendants  and  G.  S.  now  de- 
ceased, and  N.  N.  now  deceased,  thereby  praying, 
amongst  other  things,  that,  &;c.  {stating  the  prayer.'\ 
And  these  defendants  for  plea  severally  further  say, 
that  they  put  in  their  joint  and  separate  answer  to  the 
said  amended  bill,  and  which  suit  is  now  depending  in 

«  See  XXXI.  Role  Sapremo  Court  U.  6. 
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this  honorable  Court;  and  these  defendants  do  aver 
that  the  said  bill  now  exhibited  against  these  defendants 
by  the  said  complainants  is  for  the  same  matters  as  the 
amended  bill  before  exhibited  by  the  said  complainants 
and  the*  said  B.  C.  deceased,  against  these  defendants 
and  the  said  J.  S.  and  the  said  G.  S*,  J.  G.  and  N.  N., 
now  respectirely  deceased,  to  which  these  defendants 
have  appeared  and  answered,  and  which  suit  is  still  de- 
pending and  undete^ined ;  and.  therefore  these- defen- 
dants do  plead  the  lifaid  former  bill  and  answer  m  bar  to 
the  said  eomplain^t's  now  bill,  and  hombly  pray  the 
judgment  of  this  honorable  Court  whether  they  shall  be 
compelled  to  make  any  farther  or  other  answer  thereto. 
And  these  defendants  pray  to  be  hence  dismissed  with 
their  reasonable  costs  .^nd  charges  in  this  behalf  most 
wrongfully  sustained.  ... 


§129.  When  plea%  mstained  and  yjhen  overruled.-^- 
As  in  the  case  of  demurrerd,  so  n€?re|  it  would  be  a  de- 
parture from  the  design  of  this  volume  to  enter  upon 
this  subject  in  the  body  of  the  Work.  The  reader  will 
find,  however,  in  the  Appendix,  a^  siiminiEkry  of  decisiopB 
of  general  application,  in  which  pleas  to  bills  for  relief 
or  for  discovery,  or  foi*  both,  have,  and  have  not  been 
suistained.  See  ako  a  subsequ/eitit  chapter^  treating  of 
the  filing  of  de^z&urrers^  pletts^  fee.  / 

PUm  ta  bilfs  ncfi  original. 

§130.  Fleas  have  hitherto  been  considered  with  re- 
ference only  to  original  bills ;  but  the  same  grounds  of 
plea  will  hold  in  many  cas^  to  the  several  other  kinds 

of  bills,   according  tb  th^ir  respective  natures,*^  and 

•  •    ,   .        •  1 1     '•  •  •  ■ ■_ 
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some  of  them  admit  of  a  peculiar  defence  "vhicb  pay  be 
urged  by  way  of  plea."  These  will  be  treated  of  in  the 
i^apt^ers  specially  devoted  to  such  bMls*  See  also  Ap- 
pendix to  this  volume. 

Procedure  on  pleas. 

§131.  The  Court  may  allow  a  plea,  or  order  it  to 
stand  for  answer,  or  save  the^pacty  defendant  the  bene- 
fit of  it  till  a  hearing,  or  overrule  it.  ,  In  ^scoue. oases, 
the  Court  peripits  the  party  fiikig  a  pteta  to  anveiid  it  or 
to  plead  de  novQ.  See  A^pendir  t^  this  volume ;  also, 
a  subsequeiub  ohnpter  treating  of  the  filing  of  xl^nurrers^ 
pleas,  &Q.      ' 

III.   ANSWERS. 

-  « 

Q-eneral  nature  of  answer^. 

V 

§132.  If  a  defendant  cannot  protept  himself,  either 
by  demurrer  or  plea,  from  answering  the  plaintifi"s  biU, 
and  does  not  disclaim  all  right  and  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject of  the  9uit,  he  must  put  in  ^n  answer,  either  to  the 
whole  bill,  or  to  such  parts  of  ,it  as  are  not  covered  by 
his  demurrer  or  plea*** 

§133.,  Tbj9;  answer,  besides  fu^iehing  the  result  of 
1^  j&^amiQation  of  ,the  defendant  iqpon  the  allegations 
of  th^  bill,  has  generality  anotjier  doty  to  perlonn :  tbat 
of  stating  to  the  Court  the  nature  of  the  defence  upon 
which  the  defendant  means  to  I'ely,*  iii  this  respect  ful^ 

,    »II.J>«ji.Cli.Pr.32^  . 

66  li  iB  not  trae,  howeyer,  that  6Ter7  defeaoe  may  be  made  l)j  ifsy  of 
answer.  As  we  shaU  see  hereafter,  sometime*  it  !s  aeoessary  for  the 
protection  of  a  defendant  that^ha  w  a  oros|^  buL 


tSlkkg  iih^  duties  of  a  plea  or  a  series  of  pleas,  either 
tmrfingi^Mk&  vpon  wkkb  tke  plamtiff's  equity  as  stated 
in  the  bill  arises,  op  eonfessmg  suoh  facts,  aiul  aTOidiog 
then  by  the  introdttctioa  of  some  new  flatter  from 
whioh  oontrapy  infer mices  may  be  drawn.^ 

§134.  It  is  of  great  importance  to  the  pleader,  in 
pdtepanBg  snaMnrer,  to  bear  ia  mind  Uiat  besides  an- 
swering tJoue  pisintiff 's  ease  sb  made  by  the  bill,  he  has 
to  state  to  the  Ofemt-  upon'  the  answer  all  the  eircum^ 
Btsnees  of  -vriiieh  ^  defendant  intnida  to  aToil  hiuaself 
by  way  of  defence ;  it  being  a  well  establkhed  rule 
that  a  defendant  is  boim4  to  appp^e  a  plaintiff  by  his 
answer  of  tha  nature  of  the  oaae  he  intends  to  set  up^ 
and  that  he  canAot  avail  himsidf  of  9^y  matter  of  de- 
fence which  i^  not  stated  in  his  anewe^,  even  thpu^  it 
should  appeajT  in  his  evidence.** 

%ld&n  It  will  be  well,  also,  to  reptember  thiat  tha 
phumtif  has  a  right,  even  when  t&e  facta  ajw  uncDHtrot 
verted>  to  have  notbe  upon  th^  record,  in  a.  precve  ani 
uaambifuous  laa^ner,  <^  ^a  nature  of  the  e^ncimiMns 
to  be  drawn  from  tbeaau  Thia^  however,  doe#  not  exr 
t^id  to  eonoluaiosfi  in  law.  It  would^  as  wei  have  seen, 
be  contrary  to  the  principles  of  correct  pleafijiug  to  set 
oat  these«  Conclusions  of  laet  are  ahme  intendled; 
and  it  was  decided  in  a  case  cited  by  Daniell,.that  if  a 
defendant  state  upon -.his  answer  certain  facts  as  evi- 
dence of  a  particulai*  esfie  which  he  represents  to  be.  the 
consequence  of  those  facts,  eaxd  upon  which  he  rests  his 
defence,  he  wiH  not  be  penriitted  afterwards  to  make 
"nae  of  the  same  facts  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a 
different  defence  from  that  to  which  by  his  answer  he 

^  II.  Bui.  Oh.  Pf.  289.  « Ibid. 
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hfts  drawn  the  plaintiff's  attention;^  bat  a  defendant 
may,  by  his  answer,  set  up  any  number  of  defences  as 
the  consequence  of  the  same  state  of  faots.^  Hecan'- 
not,  howerer,  insist  upon  two  defences  which  are  incc^i- 
sistent  with  each  other,  or  are  the  consequences  of 
inconsistent  facts.^ 

§  136.  While  it  is  necessary  in  an  answer  te  use  such 
a  degree  of  certainty  as  will  inform  the  plaintiff  of  the 
nature  of  the  case  to  be  made  against  him,  it  is  not 
requisite  that  the  same  degree  of  accuracy  should  be 
obserred  in  an  answer  as  ie  required  in  a  bill.® 

§137.  If  the  defence  which  can  be  made  to  a  bill 
consists  of  a  rariety  of  circumstances,  so  thdt  it  is  not 
proper  to  be  offered  by  way  of  plea,  or  if  it  Js  doubtful 
whether  a  plea  will  hold,  the  defendant  may  set  forth 
the  whole  by  way  of  answer,  and  pray  the  same  benefit 
of  so  much  as  goes  in  bar  as  if  it  had  been  pleaded  to 
the  bill.  So,  also,  if  the  defendant  can  offer  a  matter 
of  plea  which  would  be  a  complete  bar,  but  has  no 
reason  to  protect  himself  from  any  discovery  sought  by 
the  bill,  and  can  offer  circumstances  which  he  conceives 
to  be  favorable  to  his  case,  and  which  he  could  not  offer 
together  wifii  a  plea,  he  m^y  set  forth  the  whole  matter 
iti  the  same  manner,  and,  at  the  heariiig,  any  such 
benefit  may  be  relied  upon.^* 

«  Sed  II.  Ban.  Ch.  Pr.  240.  lb  Ibid.  241. 

71 11.  nan.  oil.  Pr.  241.  ^eiue  Coilege  vt.  Gihhtt,  1  Tonnge  A  OoU^145 ; 
Zeeoh  vs.  Bailey ^  6  Price  504.  From  ihpM^  oMeti  stjs  I>Mii«U>  it  m*7  be 
ooreoted  tbat  where  a  defendant  sets  up  by  bis  answer  two  inconsistent 
defences,  the  result  will  be  to  deprive  bim  of  the  benefit  of  either,  and  to 
entiUc  the  plaintiff  to  a  decree.    JBwt  fee  J^agU  y.  Edward;  S  Anf t.  702. 

n  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  244. 

73  Ibid.  244, 246 ;  bat  not  until  the  hearing  of  tAe  eavee.    Ibid. 
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MaUer  of  anmer. 

%  188.  The  defendfiiit  is  required,  upon  hifi  corporal 
oath',  to  make  a  full,  true,  direct,  perfect  and  sufficient 
answer,-  according  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge,  recol- 
lection, information  and  belief,  to*  all  and  singular  the 
8evei>al  matterfet  and  things  contained  in  the  bill.^^ 

§  189.  The  ans*rer  of  the  defendant  should,  therefore, 
as  a  general  nile,  be  ^ly  tesponsive  as  to  all  matters 
and  statements  in  the  bill  against  which  he  does  not 
protect  himself  by  plea  or  demurrei:;^*  but  there  are 
some  exceptions  to  this  rule. 

§140,  Thus,  a  defendant  is  not  bound  to.  answer  to 
ma.ttQrsv  which  are  purely  scandalous,  or  impertinent, 
or  immaterial,  or  irrelevant  ;^^  he  is  not  bound  to  answer 
to  anything  which  may  isubject  him  to  any  penalty,  for- 
feiture or  punishment;^  he  is  not  bound  to  answer 
whftt  would  involve  a  breach  of  ..professibnal  ^ confi- 
dence ;^  he  is  not  bound  to  discover  the  facts  respecting 
his  own  title,  but  merely  those<whi^  respect  the  titlii 
of  the  plaintiC 

§  141.  From  what  has  been  said,  it  i^  apparent  that  a 
defendant  who  submits  to  answer  must  aiiswer  fully :  he 
must  answer  the  whole  of  the  statements  and  charges 
in  the  bill,^  and  all  the  interrogatories  founded  upon 


74 1^  gendnJ^  rule  U  limited  in  theVUnited  States  Ciiciiit  Courts  |k> 
inch  "utorrogatorflM  as  tbe  d^Midant  is- IpeoiallyVaUed  ap\n  to  ail^we^ 
XL.  Bnl^  Sapreme^onrt  IT.  S. 

75  n.  Ban.  Ch.  Pr.  238,  et  »eq,    SUnrfn  Eq.  PI.  s.  846. 

w Story's  Bq.  PI.  s. 84«.  "Ibid.  wlbid.  »Ibid. 

»  ^t  see  SL.  Bide  Supreme  >£lettrt  U.  6»  for  pi«etiee^4»4]u»  respeet  in 
the  Ui^d  BUtos  CiroMt  cWti^. 
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them,  at  least  so  far  as  they  are  necessary  to  enable 
the  plaintiff  to  have  a  <;ompIete  ^cree  against  him.^ 

§  142.  When  it  is  said  iim  a  defesdaiit  irho  ttH^vv^rs 
should  answer  fully  to  aU  the  maMers  m  the  lill^  ii 
nmst  be  Hufderstood  only  aef  to  matters  which  are  nM 
phaded,  that  is^  to  tbe  fsK^as  irtiifeed  uki  dniarged*  To 
matters  of  law,  or  iitfer€aee»  ef  law  cbraWA  frdn  tbe 
facts,  he  need  not  answer.®  ^ 

§  143.  In  general,  if  a  faet  is  diairged  wbioh  ia  in  the 
defendaint's  own  knowledge,  as  if  done  by  huaself ,  1m 
must  answer  positively^  and  not  to  hit  reifttobnmce 
or  belief  only.®  » 

§144.  A  defeoichuit  cannot^  by  merdy  Maying  *^that 
a  iBAiter  may  be  tr«e  for  an^^  thing  he  knows  to  the 
ooBlarary,"  avoid  statmg  what  is  his  r0GoU«€tidn>  intbr-* 
station;  oar  belief  with  reference  to  it,  or  itating  that  he 
hat  no  recoUeolion  of  tnfertnation,  oif  that  he  oann^ 
fdrm  aby  beUflf  at  all  cenoetrning  it,  either  in  theM 
words  or  in  jequiyalent  ^spressi6n»  ^  and  whet6  deftdin 
dants  hliTe  in  their  |iower  the  means  of  acquiring  the 
information  necessary  to  give  the  discovery  ealled  fof^ 
they  «re  bovnd  1^  make  nse  of  sach  means,  whatever 
pains  or  troub^  it  may  cost.  tbem«^ 

§  145.  To  8^  mieteh  of  the  bill  as  it  Is  necessary  and 
m^eriarfor  the  defei9idant  to  answer^  he  nittst  speak 
directly  and  without  evasion;  and  must  not  merely 
answer  the  several  charges  literally,  but  he  must  con- 
fess or  traverse  the  substance  of  each  charge*® 

81 IL  nm.  Oh.  Pr.  247.  mu.  Pn.  Ck.  Fr.  Ut* 

as  Ibid.  266.  «Ibid.268i 

» Ibid,  256. 
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1 146w  An  bi  othcor  {ddadings  in  equiij^  ao  m  tine  case 
ai  «D8wef» ;  tkey  should  not  contaixk  impeartinent,  iorrele- 
Tant  or  scandalous  matter.^ 

Form  qf  answers. 

§147.  Two  or  more  per0(mi  may  join  in  th«  same 
answ^,  apd  where  tiieir  interests  sure  the  same^  and 
tkey  appear,  bj  the  same  counael,  they  ought  to  do  80, 
unless  some  good  reason,  exists  for  tiieir  answering 
separately.^  Where  two  defendants  woswer  jointly, 
and  one  ipeaks  positively  for  himself,  the  othejr  may, 
in  cases  where  he  is  not  charged  with  a^y  thing  up<m 
his  own  knowledge,  say  that  he  perused  the. answer  and 
believes  it  to  be,  truei;  but  it  ia  otherwise  where  the 
defendants  answer  separately.^ 

§  148.  An  answer  is  headed  by  a,  title :  ^^  The  answer 
of  A4  B.  the  defendant,  to  tha  bill  of  complain'^  of  0.  D. 
comj^lainant."  If  two  or  more  defendants  join  in  the 
same  answer,  it  ia,  entitled^  ^Hhe  joint  ^A  several 
answer,"  Jcc,  unless  it  be  the  answer  of  a  man  aip^d 
wife,  in  which  case  it  is  called  the  joint  answer.  The 
answer  of  an  inf^nt^  or  other  person  answering  by 
guardian,  or  of  idiot  or  lunatic,  or  convict  answering 


4«        4...       M.  ■       >■■      .wt.      m 


tsILDwDU  Ob.  Pr.  295.  Baniell  mentions  a  oa«6  in  wMofa-ttie  Mil 
ItAVing  called  iippn  the  defendant  to  set  £arih  an  aceonnt  of  all  and  erery 
l&e  ^nantilies  of  ore/metalv,  Ad./ dag  in  panionlar  mines/  and  the  fiiU 
yalne  tlMxeo^  and  &e  costs  of  woridig  the  mlAea  an4  tbe  olear  proAls 
{hereby,  the  defendant  pnt  in  a  sobedule  with  his  answeiy  comprising  8i31 
iblfos;  Whereih  were  set  forth  all  &e  particular  items  of  every  tradesman's 
biU^epnneotctd  with  the  mineil  The  Court  held  the  schedule  to  be  imper- 
tinent, n.  nan.  Gh.  Pr.  263.  See  a  case  of  scandal  and  impertinence  in 
answers  in  the  Api»endix  to  this  Tolume. 

9t  Bee  LXH.  Itakf^Sopicnie  Oottrt  U.  6i 
^  tL  BiuK  Oh.  Tt.  WSr. 
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by  his  committee,  is  so  entitled,^  and'wben  a  d^fidndant 
is  sued  in  two  oharacters  it  ought  to  appear  that  he 
answers  in  both.* 

§  149.  Where  an  answer  has  been  prepared  for  five 
defendants,  it  cannot  be  received  as  the  answer  of  two 
only,  nor  can  it  be  received  as  the  answer  of  six.'^ 

§150.  An  answer  usually  begihs  by  a  reservation  to 
the  defendant  of  all  advantage  whidh  may  betaken  by 
exception  to  the  bill;  a  form  which  is  conjectured  to 
have  been  intended  to  prevent  a'  conclusion  that  the  de- 
fendant, having  submitted  to  answer  the  bill,  admitted 
every  thing  which  by  his  answer  he  did  not  expressly 
controvert,  especially  such  matter  as  he  might  have 
olgected  to  by  demurrer  or  plea.^ 

§  150  a.  Next  after  this  reservation  follow  the  answers 
to  the  several  matters  contained  in  the  bill,  together 
with  such  additional,  matter  as  may  be  necessai'y  for 
the  defendant  to  show  to  the  Court,  either  to  qualify  or 
add  to  the  case  made  by  the  bill,  or  to  state  a  new  case 
on  his  own  behalf.^ 

§  151.  The  answer  usually  contains  a  denial  of  the 
cdmbination  charged  in  the  bill,  and  it  is  in  the  English 
Courts  the  universal  practice  to  add,  by  way  of  conclu- 
sion, a  general  traverse  or  denial  of  all  the  matters  in 
the  hHV^ 

§  152.  In  strict  practice,  an  answer  should  be  signed 
by  the  counsel  and  tiie  defendant  or  defendants  putting 
it  in;  but  this  rule  is  rarely  observed,  either  in  the 

t  ,  — -■ — — — — ^ — -  ■  ^ - 

»  n.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  266. 

90  Bat  see  Kinney**  export,  &e,  r.  Homq^y  4<^  %  Mlsbf  ^<^ 

n  n.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  267.      »  Ibid.  267.      «» Ibid.  268.      94  ibid.  266. 
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Virginia  State  Courts,  or  in  the  United  States  Circuit 
Courts. 

§  153.  All  answers,  excepting  those  of  corporations 
aggregate,  which  are  put  in  under  their  common  seal, 
must  be  upon  the  oath  of  the  parties  putting  them  in, 
unless  they  be  such  as  by  the  law  are  allowed  to  make 
a  solemn  affirmation  in  lieu  of  an  oath.^  Upon  consent 
of  the  plaintiff,  however,  an  answer  may  be  put  in  with- 
out oath  or  affirmation,^ 

Amending,  answers* 

§  154.  After  an  answer  has  been  put  in  upon  oath, 
the  Court,  will  not,  for  obvious  reasons,  readily  suffer 
any  alterations  to  be  made  in  it.^  The  application  to 
amend  will  be  narrowly  and  closely  inspected,  and  a 
just  and  necessary  case  must  be  clearly  made  out,^  but 
no  precise  and  absolute  rule  exists  on  the  subject ;  the 
question  is  always  addressed  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Court  in  the  particular  instance.^ 

Special  rules  of  Equity  Courts. 

§  155.  The  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court  oi^  the  United 
States,  found  in  the  Appendix,  should  be  observed  in 
the  preparation  of  answers  in  the  Circuit  Courts  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  several  Equity  Courts  of  Vir- 

r 

» IL  Daa.  Ch.  Pr.  '290.    See  form  of  oath  or  affirmation  in  Appendix. 

«  The  Court  win  not  permit  the  answer  of  a  defendant  represented  to 
he  in  a  state  t)f  incapaeity  to  he  reoeiyed  withont  oath  and  signatore, 
though  a  mere  tmitee  and  withont  interest ;  the  usual  course  in  such  case 
heing  for  the  Court  to  appoint  a  guardian,  hy  whom  the  defendant  may 
answer.     Wilton  r.  Qrae;  14  Ves.  173;  II.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  271. 

•V  IL  Dan  Ch.  Pr.  887. 

«  n.  Boh.  Pr.  316,  and  oases  there  eited. 

»  WtlU  T.  Wood,  10  Ves.  401.  See  pott,  chapter  on  ''Amendments  of 
pleadings,  Ao.*' 
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gam  hhre  geaiecaU^r  adopted  ruks  k  vogaid  tK^aMipQfS, 
which  govern  the  practice  in  this  particular-  ii^  tlMi» 
Courts. 

§156.  There  will  be  fotind  in  the  Appeftifo  tbe 
fonns  of  answers  in^  ew^TWO^  as  filed  in  the  En^ak 
Goairts,  in  the  Circvit  Oenrts.;  of  the»  United  St«4ie£S  MMt 
m  the  Yipginili  Stiat^  Conrte. 

Procedure  on  ansnvers^ 

§  157.  If,  when  the  answer  is  filed,  the  plaintiff  finds 
that  it  contains  scandalons  tat' impertinent  matter,  or 
thait  it  do0iB  BOt  siiffieiently  answer  the  allegatio&s  and 
charges,  in  the  hill>  hb  shoald  file  ezceptions  to  iL^ 

§  158.  tk^  pkintiff,  if  he  id  not  ineliiied  to  t3» 
exceptio&s,  ma  J  reply. ""  The  speeial  replieation  hm 
become  obsofete  in  Sleigland,  and  is  noli  in  nse  here. 
The  geliieral  t^Beation  ia  in  fbree  yet,  an«l,  aa  ii 
brings  tho  parlies  ftily  to  issue,  we  do  not  see  that  ti^ 
rejoinder  is  of  any  utifity-.  The  rejoi«<ler  is  not  in 
practice  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  or  in  the 
Virginia  State  Courts.  If  the  plaintiff  file  no  repli- 
cation (not  having  excepted)  to  the  answer,  he  admits 
thereby  the  truth  of  its  statements. 

IT*  ]>18CLAIMXSS. 

^  159,  A  diaclaianer  ia  where  a  defendant,  upon  oath 
oir  solemn  aiurmation,  denies  that  be  has  or  elaims  any 
right  to  the  thing  in  demand  by  the  plaintiff's  bill,  and 
disclaims,  i^  e.,  renounces,  all  claim  thereto.^^^ 

'"  '  11  i^«i       »i«»         1^-1         III  ■!      I  )■»  I     ■    nt^  t        I  I  II   I  J        ||    I         ■■  iiii  «iS  If     ill,     m    L»ip»  I  ,  I    IJ    I    IF 

«» IL  Ban.  Ch.  Pr.  299.  In  the  Appendix  the  re»4«r  ifiU  fM  a  ioa- 
mary  of  cases  in  which  the  snfficienoj  of  answers.  ha«i  beei|  tested  \^jf  tl^e 
Courts:  in  some  instances  sustaining  them,  in  others  requiring;  new 
answers: 

toi  II.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  288. 


160.  A  disdlaisicir  ia  distinot  in  sabstence  fxT>m  on 
answer,  although  sometimes  cenfomulied  mA  it ;  but  it 
can  seldozn  be  -put  in  without  an  answer;  for  if  the  de- 
fendant has  been,  made  a  'psurtj  by  mistake,  haying  had 
•on  interevt  which  he  may  have  parted  with,  the  plaintiff 
nuiy  require  an  answer  sufficient  to  ascertain  whether 
that  is  the  fact  or  not  ;^^  and  it  m%y  be  laid  down  as  a 
general  rule,  that  in  no  case  can  a  party  get  rid  of  his 
liability  to  answer  a  bill  by  hi^  mere  discilaimer,  if  his 
answer  magr  pr(^perly,  under  all  the  ciroumstanoes,  be 
■required.*®* 

§  161«  Tho%^  a  disoladmer  m,  in  substamse^  distinct 
from  an  Miswe^,  yet  it  10  in  point  of  form  an  answer,^^ 
«nd  ia  preceded  and  concluded  by  the  aame  formal 
worda  luid  Is  piil  in  mid  filed  in  the  same  way,*^  and 
4he  snbseqaeat  proceedings  in  reference  tdkegreto  by  the 
plaintiff  may  ^  of  the  same  kind  as  if  it  were  an  *an- 
ower  ;^^  with  this  e^ieeptioti,  that  if  it  he  a  disclaimer 'to 
the  whote  bill,  the  t^intiff  ought  not  to  reply  to  it^^ 

§162.  After  a  (Us6laimer  to  the  whcAe  bill  has  been 
-filed,  the  plaintitf  may  either  dismiss  the  bill  as  ag^nst 
the  party,  or  amend  it..^* 

§  163.  This  form  ^f  eqmiy  defence  is  rarely  used  in 
the, practice  in  this  country,  either  in  tl^  United  States 
Courts  or  in  the  Sta^'Go^rte. 


§  164.  In  the  ninety-sixt&,seot»m  it  was  stated  th«t 
the  several  modes  of  defence  herein^before  treated  of, 

i«TI.  Bftn.  Oh.  Pr.  283.    Story's  Bq.  PL  8. 838.  i«  lb.  s.  888a. 

m  Forms  of  diseUimen  m»7 1>6  found  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Yoluroe. 
KB  IL  Dan.  Cb.  Pr.  284.         yak  Ibid.  236.  w  Ibid.         m.  Ibid. 
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or  any  of  them,  may  be  used  together,  if  applied  to  se- 
parate and  distinct  parts  of  the  MIL 

§  165.  The  rule  that  two  or  more  of  these  defences 
may  not  be  united,  if  applicable  to  the  same  part  of  the 
bill,  prevails  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  and 
in  most  of  the  State  Courts  of  the  Union*  In  a  case 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeals  in  Virgiiiia,  however, 
it  was  decided  that  a  defendant  might  demur  and 
answer  to  the  same  matter  in  the  bill.  See  Bmsett*s 
adrtCoTy  ^e,  v.  CunninghairCn  adnCor^  T  Leigh,  402. 
And  if  the  principle  of  that  case  be  adopted,  and 
carried  out  to  its  legitimate  extent,  a  defendant  in  the 
Virginia  State  Courts  may  plead  and  demur,  or  plead 
and  answer,  to  the  same  matter  of  a  bill  at  the  same 
time.  It  is  proper  to  state,  that  this  decifidon  was 
founded  upon  a  special  statute  of  Virginia,  ^declaring 
that  in  all  actix>ns  at  law  the  defendant  may  plead  as 
many  several  matters,  whether  of  law  or  fact,  as  he 
shall  think  necessary  for  his  defence.  The  Court 
thought  that  th|s  rule  ought,,  by  anitjogy,  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  proceedings  in  Couiits  of  Equity.  Judge 
Tucker  dissented  from  this  opinion. 


§  166.  Beside  these  several  modes  of  defence  treated 
of  in  this  chapter,  it  sometimes  becomes  necessary  that 
a  party  defendant,  fully  to  present  his  case  before  the 
Court,  should  file  a  cross  bill.  In  a  subsequent  chapter 
oross  bilk  will  be  treated  of. 
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CHAPTER  V. 


Of  the  filing  of  demurterBj  pleas,  dnstverSy  and  dis- 
claimers, and  of  the  course  of  the  plaintiff  when 
such  defences  are  made. 

§  167.  The  subjects  of  this  chapter  have  been  already 
treated  of  in  previous  parts  of  this  work.  It  is  deemed 
proper,  however,  to  devote  further  sections  to  their 
more  particular  consideration. 

§  168.  Either  of  the  several  defences  set  forth  in  the 
fourth  chapter  may,  under  the  limitations  there  pointed 
out,  be  made  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  at  any  stage 
of  the  suit  before  final  decree,^  and,  in  the  United  States 
Circuit  Courts,  at  any  time  before  the  bill  is  takeil  for 
confessed,  or,  afterwards,  with  the  leave  of  Court,  and> 
as  we  have  stated  before,  all  or  any  of  the  several 
modes  of  defence  may  be  joined,  provided  each  relates 
to  a  separate  and  distinct  part  of  the  bill  f  but  there 
are  cases  in  which  the  taking  of  one  of  these  modes  of 
defence  precludes  the  party  from  subsequently  taking 
another. 

§  169.  Thus,  after  a  demurrer  to  the  whole  bill  has 
been  overruled,  the  defendant  is  not  at  liberty  to  put 


1  Code  of  Va.,  chap.  171,  see.  34.  The  rule  is  cUjSerent  in  the  English 
Courts.     II.  Dan.  Gh.  Pr.  78,  et  aeq. 

^See  antey  sec.  165,  where  it  is  stated  that  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts, 
according  to  a  decision  of  Court  of  Appeals,  a  party  defendant  may  both 
answer  and  demur  to  the  same  matter  in  the  bill; 
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in  a  plea  to  tte  whole  bill,  or  to  any  part  o{  it,  or  to 
put  in  a  demurrer  of  a  less  extended  nature,  without 
first  obtaining  the  leave  of  the  Court,*  though  he  may 
then  put  in  his  answer  without  such  leave. 

§  170.  So,  too,  after  answering  the  bill,  though  gen- 
erally speaking  the  party  may  insist  at  the  hearing 
upon  any  matter  of  peremptory  or  permanent  defence 
which  he  might  have  relied  upon  by  plea  or  demurrer, 
yet  he  will  not  be  allowed  to  file  a  plea  or  demurrer. 

§  171.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  the  prac- 
tice in  regard  to  the  filing  of  demurrers  or  pleas  is 
much  stricter  than  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts.  The 
rules  governing  the  practice  in  those  Courts  provide 
that  no  demurrer  or  plea  shall  be  allowed  to  be  filed, 
unless  upon  a  certificate  of  counsel  that  in  his  opinion 
it  is  well  founded  in  point  of  law,  and  supported 
by  tiie  affidavit  of  the  defendant  that  it  is  not  inter- 
posed for  delay,  and,  if  a  plea,  that  it  is  true  in  point 
oi  fact.* 

■§  172.  The  rule  has  been  generally  adopted  in  the 
Virginia  State  Courts,  that  all  pleadings  should  be 
signed  by  the  party  filing  them  and  by  his  counseL 

Mow  demurrersy  pleas,  ^c.  filed. 

§  178.  Demurrers,  general  or  special,  in  equity,  are 
committed  to  writing,  as  well  as  pleas,  answers,  or  dis- 
claimers, both  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  and  in  the 
United  States  Circuit  Courts.* 


s  IL  I>aii.  Gfa.  Pr.  H  ^*    6«e  Code  of  Ya.  chap.  171,  leo.  a2. 

4  XXXI.  Eule  Supreme  Court  U.  6. 

6  Bee  a'Mtt  sec.  104, 105,  and  chap.  iy.\p€i«nm« 
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§  174,  These  several  modes  of  defence  may  be  made 
at  the  ruleft  or  in  Court,  in  term  time,  both  in  the 
United  States  Circuit  Courts  and  in  the  Virginia  State 
Courts^ 

8 176.^  Wlieii  a  demurrer  is  filed,  if  the  plaintiff  does 
not  think  ptop^  to  amend  his  bill,  he  should  set  the 
demtirrer  doim  for  ai^gumeht.*  When  a  plea  is  filed, 
the  plaintiff"  may  take  issue  upon  tlie  plea',  (i.  e.,  he  may 
deny  the  facts  statectin  it,)  or  he  may  set  it  down  for 
argument  J  When  an  answer  is  filed,  the  plaintiff  must 
either  file-  a  general  replication,  or  except  to  the  answer 
as  insufficient,  |^or,  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  may 
set  the  cause  for  hearing  on  the  answer  alone,  without 
replication.*] 

§  176.,  What  done  if  piainUff  fail  to  set  demurrer  or 
plea  down,  for  argument* — In  the  United  States  Cirquit 
Courts,  if  the. plaintiff  do  not  reply  to  any  plea  or  set 
down  any  plea  or  demurrer  for  argument  on  the  rule 
day  when  the  same  is  filed,  or  on  the  next  succeeding 
rule  day,  he  will  be  deemed  to  admit  the  truth  and 
sufficiency  thereof,  and  his  bill  will  ie  dismissed  as  of 
course,  unless  a  Judge  of  the  Court  shall  allow  him 
further  time  for  the  purpose.*  In  the'  Code  of  1819, 
there  was  a  similaY  rule  Addpted  for  the  Virginia  State 
Courts.  It  ran  thus :  ^*  If  the  complainant  shall  not 
proceed  to  reply  to  or  set  for  hearing  any  demurrer 
or  plea  befofe  the  second 'Cburt  after  filing   the  same, 

,      .  ,  ...  *  r-  _  .  • 

'  ■  ■■  III,! 

6  Code  of  Va.,  cliap.  17],  sec.  32.     XXXtll.  Rule  Supreme  Court  IT.  S. 

7  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec  32,  33.    XXXIII.  Rule  Supreme 
Court  U.  S. 

b  Cod©  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  see.  48;  • 

9  XXXVIII.  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
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my  be  dismissed  of  course  with  costs/*  *•  In 
Tiw.  /  of  Virginia,  of  1849,  this  pro?isioa  has  be^oi 
omitted. 

§177.  When  demurrer  or  plea  net  down  for  argnmewt 
and  overruled.— -In  the  United  States  OiroQit  Courts,  if 
any  demurrer  or  plea,  on  the  hearing,  k  overruled,  be- 
sides paying  the  plaintiff  his  eoBts  in  the  cause  up  to 
that  period,  (imless  the  Court  is  si^ti0fied  that  the  d^fbn- 
dant  had  good  ground  in  point  of  law  or  fa(sb  to  inter- 
pose the  same,  and  it  was  not  interposed  vexatioudy  or 
for  delay,)  the  defendant  will  be  assii^ied  to  answer  the 
bill,  or  so  much  thereof  as  is  eoveiped  hy  the  plea  or 
demurrer,  the  next  succeeding,  rule  day^  or  at  such 
other  period,  as,  consistently  with  justice  and  the  rights 
of  the  defendants,  it  can,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Court, 
be  reasonably  done ;  in  default  whereof,  the  bill  will  be 
taken  for  confessed,  and  the  patter  proceeded  in  and 
decreed  accordingly;"  and,  in  the  Virginia  State 
Courts,  if  a  demurrer  or  plea  be  overruled,  no  other 
plea  or  demurrer  will  afterwards  be  received,  but  there 
will  be  a  rule  upoi;i  the  defendaht  to  answer  the  bill.^ 

§  178.  When  demurrer  or  plea  iuMained. — ^If,  upon 
the  hearing,  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  any 
demurrer  or  plea  shiftU  be  allowefl,  the  defendant  wiU  be 
entitled  to  costs ;  but  the  Court  may,  in  its  diBcretixm, 
upon  motion  of  the  plaintiff,  aUow  him  to  amend  his  biH 
upon  such  terms  as  it  shall  deem  reasonable.^^  l?he 
Virginia  statutes  have  made  no  express  provision  for 
such  a  case  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts.     It  is  pre- 

■  ■■■[■■■■III  III  -^  —  ■    M^.^^—      •mi^mm  MMII  ■  IMMI     ■■■■■■■■  ■■■■■  tIMBllll        -^— M^M^— ^^i— ^^  »■     ■■  ■  ■  I  My^-^-^^i^— ^IM^M ^»     ■■»■!■  «* 

lolILC.  1819,  p.2l5,  §99. 

11  XXXIV.  Bnld  Supreme  Court  U.  8. 

12  Code  of  Va.  chap.  171,  see.  83. 

13  XXXY.  Role  Sopreme  Court  U.  S. 
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somed^  however,  that  the  defendant  would  have  his 
costs,  and  the  plaintiff,  upon  a  proper  case  shevm, 
would  be  allowed  to  amend  the  bill. 

After  a  plea  has,  upon  argument,  been  adjudged 
good,  a  party  plaintiff  will  be  allowed  to  take  issue 
on  it," 

§  1T9.  When  i»9Ue  taken  upon  a  plea. — The  Virginia 
statute  provides  that  a  plaintiff  in  equity  in  the  Virginia 
State  Courts  may  take  issue  upon  a  plea,  and  have  such 
issue  tried,  by  a  jury;  and,  if  the  plea  be  found  false, 
he  shall  have  the  same  advantages  as  if  it  had  been  so 
found  by  verdict  at  law  ;**  and  by  the  82d  rule  of  the 
United  States  Supresfne  Oourt,  it  is  ordered  that  the 
plaintiff  may  take  issue  on  t&e  plea,  and  if,  upon  an 
issue,  the  facts  stated  in  the  plea  be  determined  for  the 
defendant,  they  fthall  avail  him  as  far  as  in  law  and 
equity  they  ought  to  avail  him.      . 

§  180.  As  stated  in  171th  seCtio|i,  after  a  plea  has 
upon  argument  been  ac^udged  ^od,  a  party  plaintiff 
will  be  allowed  to  take  issue  on  it ;  and  it  seems  that  if, 
after  an  issue,  tl^  facts  relied  on  by  the  plea  are 
proved,  and  the  plea  is  to  the  whole  [matter  of  the] 
bin,  a  dismission  of  the  bill  at  the  hearing  is  a 
matter  of  course.^* 

§  181..  Repli0atiMt%  to  «^M«rer8.— ^peeiat  replications 
to  aoBwers  are  now  out  of  use  both  in  Bngland  and  this 
ooBntry  ;^'  their  place  is  supplied  by  an  amendment  of 

M  Mill:  PL  Ml. 

15  Code  of  Ya.  eh«|^  in,  MO.  SS, 

wJ7«fiUfT«i?<afre,  lllaioiiMfi,«WbeaiL4TS}  Dow,  dfc  y.  M'Mieiaa, 
2  Paige  846 ;  Soime9,dfc  t.  lUmwt^  St.,  7  7ohii.  Oh.  Rep.  390. 

tr  The  offloe  of  the  speolal  replication  was  to  reply  specially  on  the  part 
of  the  plaintiff  to  any  new  matter  introduced  in  the  dofiondant's  plea  or 
answer.    IL  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  387. 
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when  necedsary.*^    GeHertil  BeplipationB  arc, 
>d.     The  form  of  a  general  repUci0,tic«i,  when. 
reducerf  to  writing,  is  as  follows  :t. 

The  replication  of  A.  B.  complainant  to  the  answer 
of  C.  J),  defendant. 

This  repliant,  saving  and  reserving  unto  himself  all 
and  all  manner  of  fidvantage  of  exQeptioni  tq  the  mani- 
fold insufficiencies  of  the  said  .answer,  for  replication 
thereunto  saitb,  that  he  .will  ^yer  and  prpvchis  sftid  bill 
to  be  true,  certain .  and  sufficient  in  tjie  law  to  be  an- 
swered  unto^  and  that  the  said  answer  of  the  o^ui  de-. 
fendant  is  uncertairi,  untru0  and  insufficient  to  \>e 
replied  unto  by  this  repliant;  "Vfithout  this,  that  ^nj 
other  matter  or  thing  whatsoever- in  the. said  ans;^er 
contained  material  pr  effectual  in  the  law  to  be. replied 
unto,  confessed  and  avoided,  tr?iversed  or  d^iedj  is. 
trup ;  All  which  matters  and  thing?  this  repliant  is  and 
wilt  be  rfeady  to  aver  and  prove  as  this  honorable  Court 
shall'  direct,  and  humbly  prays  as  in  and  by  his  said  bill 
he  hath  already  prayed. 

§  182.  Whm  fiokifi^ffi  not  coVnpellfd  to  fih  repUcor^ 
tdouy  andtffeat  ef  rK^tfKfig  »^.-<-A  plaintiff^  in  the  Vir- 
ginia State  Courts,  may  have  the  caiiSjB  mi  for  hearing, 
^n  the  defendant'^  anaw^  alo^e;^^  acUl  it  seej^s  that,  if 
this  be,4QBe,:th^'a,akwer  wiU<  be  taken  as  tnu^  ia  every 


II  ' <  ■    ■■■  111-  »p<i    *i  iiij  '   »^ 


18  XLV.  Rulo  Supreme  Court  U.  S.     ^ 

*  Usually,  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  general  rexSlioationfl  are  jput  in 
informally  with  the  clerk  ore  tenxu;  th4y  are  xirdy^  if  eirer,  Tednoed  to 
yftiJdng;  thie«  too,  is  the  praeftuJie  in  Aliie  0«it6d  Slaltefl  Oir«ntt  Court  betd 
in  Richmond  city,  Yirgkiia^  Wi^ether  this  it  a  fuffioient.jeonformity  to  tlie'. 
rules  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  T/nited  Sta^s  h^  not.  yet  .been  deotded 
by  that  Court. 

19  See  Code  of  Va.  chap.  171,  sec.  48.         .,.:.•- 
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partof  it4^  In' the  Uaited  States  Circuit  Courts,  the 
plaintiff  most  either  file  exceptions  or  a  generiil  replica- 
tic©.  He  ifl  allowed  until  the  rule  day  next  succeeding 
the  filing  of  the  answer  to  file  the  general  replication 
or  exceptions,^  and  if  (not  having  filed  exceptions)  he 
omit  or  refuse  to  file  a  general  replication  within  that 
time,  the  defendant  will  be  entitled  to  an  order,  as  of 
course,  for  a  dismissal  «f  the  suit;^^ 

.  1 183*'  W'Jkn  ifepMea/pion'  aught i  to'  be  filed, — ^If  the 
par^iatends  to  except  to  cthd-'«2iirwelr,  he  ought  to  do 
80  hefom-filmg  a' mplieation.?  The- Court  will  not, 
after  a  pepiipation^  allow,  the:  plaintiff,  to  i^ithdraw  it, 
for  the  purpose  of  excepting  to  the  aniwft*,'  without 
good  cause  shown.?  .V 

§  1B4.  As  we  hav€(  before  iSeen,  in  the  tliiited  States 
Circuit  Courtis,  the  plsiintiff  iS  allowed  one  rule  day 
after  filing  of  aiiswef  to  fik  replication.*^  In  the  Vir- 
ginia  St^ate  Couirts  there  is  n6  obligation  on  a  plaintifi* 
to  file  a  replication,  but  if  four*  months  elapse  after  the 
answer  of  a  defendant  Is  fil«d;  witEokt  th/cause  being 
set  for  hearing  by  the  plaintiff  and  without  exceptions 
being  filed  to  the  answer,  the  defendant  may  have  the 
cause  set  for  hearing  as  to  himself,^  and,  we  presume, 

*.*'*'/'<''■  '       ' 

■»  *      ■■»    ^    I  M     ^.        fc.,<  ■— ^.    «fa— -^■■■»>^i^»      u ■!       g,y,         ■     ■         ■■■■■.■■       ■■■       ,f\,  Pi       II      ^l.^^y»■^        '.^^m'    m,m^^»       'i^*      ■*       9  * 

\ 

90  H  Rob.  pr.  312,  and  etaw  there  eited. 

« tiXL  aftd  LXVI.  lli^Ies  Supremie  Court  U.^.  TJpon  gooct  canee  s&ewn, 
however,  the  Coiirt  or  Judge  may  allo'jf  a  repUeatio^n  to  bo  filed  nunc  pro' 
^nc,  the  plaintiff  submitting  to  speed  tl^e  cause,  and  to  such  other  terms 
as  may  be  directed.    See  LXVll  Rule  Supreme  Codrt  TJ.  S. 

^  A  party  by  replying  admits  the  sufficiency  of  the  answer.    Brown  v. 
i?fdifc»Mi,  <^«^  2  Joho.  Oh.  Rei».  4t6<  - 

a  See  note  11.    gee  H.  Rob.  Pr.  316. 

24  $ee  ^nte,  jse^.  182^ 

25  Code  of  Virginia,  ehap.  171,  sec.  48. 
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if  in  such  cage  a  replication  be  not  filed,  the  aBegations 
of  the  defendant  in  his  answer  will  have  th<i  same  Tciree 
as  if  the  cause  had  been  set  for  heaaring  by  the  plaintiff 
without  replication.^ 

§185.  Rejoinders Rejoinders  to  replicati<)ns  are 

out  of  use  in  this  country.*' 

Exc^tioM  to  cnut0er$.  ^ 

§  1%.  These  ought  reguk^  to,  be  fileS  before  a 
replication,  but,  eyen  after  Tepliefttion,  vtpoa  good  Game 
shewn,  the  Court  will  allow  the  replieation  to  be  witb- 
driawn,  aiid  permitilie  plaintiff  tc^  iSle  exoepti^  to  the 
answer.*®         ,1 

§  187.  When  exceptions  to  answers  (mgli  to  H  fihd. 
As  to  the  rule?  governing  the  fiUng  of  e2i;QeptiQiiB  to 
answers  an4  the  proceedings  thereon  in  the  United 
States  Circuit  Courtd,  see  the  61st^  62d,  68d,  64tii  and 
65th  rules  of  the  Uxuted  States  Supreme  Court,  printed 
in  the  Appendix  to  this  volumef  In  the  Virginia  S^ate 
Courts,  each  Equity  Court  pi^soribes  rules  for  its  own 
regimen,  and,  these  should  be  consulted  as  regards  thijs 
point.*  -      /       .. 

*  I  '  II  )  I  I  p       I  ■  I  ■     I        «  I    n  ■  .1  «  -  I  I     I         I       I  t     I  ■ 

26  This  qitestion^wUl  hairdly  arise  in  the  VirginiA  State  Courts,  it  being 
the  pfaetiee  of  elwki  hi  these  Conite  U>  enter  a  general  r^Ueation  to  an 
answer  as  a  matter  of  course. 

snf  It  would  seem  that  the  nUlIt^of  r^oinders  had  ee^sed  with,  the  ahao- 
dontteiit  of  special  i^epUcations,  and  aeoordingly  the  praetiee  of  filing 
rejoinders  !n  the  JGSnglish  Courts  is  quite  raif^,  thongh  the  subpoena  to 
rejoin  yet  continues.    II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pt*  392. 

28  Ante,  sec.  183,  2  John.  Oh.  Rep.  425. 

*  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts  the  pUI&tlff  ha0f<wf  «lonih«  aftsr  thd 
filing  of  an  answer  in  which  to  file  exceptions,  ^  the.  cause  be  at  roles. 
We  see  no  reason  why  the  same  length  of  time  should  not  be  allowed  him, 
if  the  defendant  files  his  answer  by  special  leave  of  the  Cour^  after  the 
cause  has  been  set  for  hearing. 
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§  188.  Excdptioas  to  answers  are  proper  in  all  cases 
irhere  tJie  answers  are  defective  or  erasive,  or  scan- 
daloQB  und  impertment.  As  to  the  extent  to  which 
ansven  riionkl  reapond  to  the  allegations  of  the  bill, 
see  Appendix.  {Scandal  and  impertinence  in  answers 
are  of  *tlLe  same  diaracter  with  scandal  and  imper- 
tineiioe  i&  other  pleadings*  See  ante^  sec.  20,  and  Ap- 
poidix  to  this  Ydiume. 

§  189.  Dxceptiotis  to  answers  must  be  in  writing  and 
signed  by  counsel,  and  should  state  with  precision  and 
accuracy  the  points  in  which  ihe  defendant's  answer 
is  deemed  defective  or  evasive^  scandalous  or  imper- 
tinent.* 

§  190.  The  following  is  the  form  of  exceptions  filed 
to  an  answer  in  Chancery : 

In  Chancery. 

Between  W.  W.,  J.  W.,  and  C.  L.,  on  behalf 
of  ^emselves  and  all  other  the  creditors  of 
J.  B.  who  phall  coi)ae  in  and  contribute  to 
the  expense  of  this  suit,    -    Complainants, 

and 
J.G*andT.B.,      -  -       Defendants. 

An  exception  taken  by  the  said  complainants  to 
the  insufficient  answer  of  the  said  defendants. 

For  that  the  said^  defendants  have  not,  to  tiie  best  of 
their  knowledge,  remembrance,  information  and  belief, 
answered  and  set  forth  a  full,  just  and  true  inventory 
and  account  of  all  and  singular  the  goods  and  chattels, 
personal  estate  and  effects  whatsoever,  which  J.  B.  the 

»  Bartoa'd  Suit  in  Eqnitj,  by  Holeombe,  115. 
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younger,  in  the  said  bill  named,  wm  poBg«e&ed  of,  en- 
titled to,  or  interested  in  at  the  time  of  the  date  of  the 
indenture  in  the  said  bill  mentioned,  aoui  all  the  parti- 
culars whereof  the  same  consisted,  ftxid  the  quantitiefl^ 
qualities,  full,  real  and  true  values  thereof  ^nd  of  6vMy 
such  particulars ;  and  wlietheir  all  6f  soMte  and*. which  of 
such  particulars  have  not,  and  whefi,  bemi  poMeHied  or 
•  received  by  or  come  to  the  hands  of  tkievi  the  84id  det- 
fendants,  or  the  one  and  which  of  them,  or  some  pind 
what  person  or  persons,  by  tbeir  or,  either  of  thieir,  order 
or  for  their  or  either  of  their  use,  and  how  and  in^wliq,t 
manner  and  whepi  and  where  an4  l>y  ^^^  ^9  .whom  and 
for  how  much  the  same  and  every  or  any  and  wiiat  pp.rt 
thereof,  hath  bqen  sold  and  disposed  of ;  And  whether 
any  and  what  parts  thereof,  and  to  what  value  or 
amount,  now  remain  undisposed  of,  and  what  is  become 
thereof. 

,  In  all  which  particulars  the  said  complainants  ex- 
cept to  the  answer  of  the  said  defendants  as 
evasive,  imperfect  and  insuflScient,  and  humbly 
pray  that  the  said  defendants  may  be  compelled 
to  put  in  full  and  sufficient  answer  thereto. 

§191.  Mxceptions  set  down  to  b^' argued. — See  63d 
rule  of  United  St^'tes  -  Supr^me  C9ur|;  as  to  prajetice  in 
in  United  States  Circuit   Courts.     In  Virgiijia  State 

Courts,  as  soon  as  exceptions  are  filed,  the  statute  re- 

'  >  . '  • '        ',      ''1,        ' 

quires  them  to  be  set  down  for  argument.^ 

...         ^  ■■    ■        •,'■.•"•''• 

§192.  ExcepUons  «i^i(amed[.r^If:eax>epti^if6.  J)a  put 
in  to  an  answer  for  scandal  orimpertiaeQCO,  amd  the 
exceptions  be  sustained,  the  usual  courseiis-.toaref^r  the 

30  Code  of  Va.  eh.  171,  sec.  35.       ,  .  .     * 
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ftnsWer  to  a  master  or  commissioner  to  expurgate  the 
BCftndaloTis  or  impertinent  matter,  at  the  expense  of  the 
party  filing  the  answer**^ 

§  193.  If  exceptions  for  insufficiency  or  evasiveness 
be  sustained,  the  party  will  be  required  to  answer 
anew;^  and,  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts, 
should  he  fail  to  do  this  on  the  next  succeeding  rule 
day,  the  plaintiff  as  of  course  will  be  entitled  to  take 
the  bill  so  far  as  the  matter  of  such  exceptions  is  con- 
cerned, as  confessed,  or,  at  his  election,  he  may  have  a 
writ  of  attachment  to  compel  the  defendant  to  make  a 
better  answer  to  the  matter  of  the  exceptions ;  and  the 
defendant,  when  he  is  in  custody  upon  such  writ,  will 
not  be  discharged  therefrom  but  by  an  order  of  the 
Court  or  of  a  Judge  thereof,  upon  his  putting  in  such 
answer  and  complying  with  such  other  terms  as  the 
Court  or  Judge  may  direct.® 

In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  if  exceptions  to  an 
answer  have  been  sustained,  the  defendant  will  be  re- 
quired to  put  in  a  second  answer,  and  if  the  second 
answer  be  adjudge(i  insufficient,  he  may  be  examined 
upon  interrogatories  and  committed  until  he  answers 
them." 

§  194.  Disclaimers. — The  defence  by  disclaimer  is  so 
rarely  used  in  this  country,  that  nothing  further  need 
be  said  of  it  than  what  is   contained   in  the  fourth 

chapter  of  this  woi^k. 

■■  -.       ■  I  ■■  I  ■       I      III        . ■  ■  »■ 

SI  1  Kew  Ch.  Pr.  pp.  152,  275.  This  was  done  in  Mason  y.  Mason  et  ah, 
bj  ChanoeUor  Taylor,  though  in  that  case  no  exceptions  wwe  filed.  4 
Hen.  A  Man.  414. 

32  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171 ;  also  Rules  of  Supreme  Court  XJ* 
B.,  published  in  Appendix  to  this  Tolume. 

»  LXIV.  Bule  Supreme  Oouit  U.  S. 

^  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec.  36«  ' 


84  SUIT   IN   EQUITYi 


CHAPTER  VL 


Of  Evidence^ 

§  195.  For  the  present,  we  shall  not  treat  of  the  in- 
terlocutory proceedings  which  are  necessary  in  almost 
all  suits  in  Equity,  such  as  the  compelling  the  produc- 
tion of  documents,  the  payment  of  money  into  Court, 
the  appointment  of  a  receiver,  &c.,  or  inquire  into  the 
incidental  circumstances  which  may  occur  to  alter  the 
state  of  the  original  parties,  or  the  relation  in  which, 
they  stood  to  each  other  at  the  commencement  of  the 
proceeding,  necessitating  new  pleadings  to  adapt  them 
to  the  change  of  circumstances,  but  we  shall  proceed  at 
once  to  consider  of  such  suits,  as  if  there  were  no  need 
for  such  interlocutory  proceedings  and  no  incidental 
circumstances  of  the  kind  alluded  to,  and,  of  conse- 
quence, no  change  in  the  pleadings, necessary  to  bring 
all  parties  fully  at  issue  before  the  Court. 

§  196.  As  at  common  law,  so  in  Equity,  the  parties 
litigant  may  be  at  issue  upon  pure  questions  of  law  or 
pure,  questions  of  fact,  or  upon  questions  mingling  both 
law  and  fact.  They  are  at  issue  upon  pure  questions 
of  law  when  the  whole  case  is  presented  by  a  demurrer 
and  no  other  defence  is  taken,  but  in  other  defences 
there  may  be  an  issue  either  upon  the  law  or  the  facts 
of  the  case,  pure  or  mixed. 

§  197.  Whenever  there  are  questions  of  fact  at  issue 
between  the  parties,  each  litigant  may  prove  by  legiti- 
mate evidence  as  many  of  the  facts  alleged  in  his  plead- 
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ings  as  are  material  to  the  decree  asked  or  resisted,  in 
the  maimer  set  forth  in  the  following  sections. 

§  198.  The  rules  of  evidence  are  the  same  in  equity 
as  at  common  law.  The  facts  proved  ought  to  be  ma- 
terial to  the  decree  sought  for  or  resisted,^  and  should 
be  established  by  legitimate  evidence.^  The  evidence 
should  be  confined  to  matters  in  issue  ;^  the  case  as 
proved  must  be  substantially  the  same  with  that  stated 
upon  the  record  ;^  and  generally,  as  at  law,  the  burden 
of  proof  rests  upon  the  party  asserting  the  affirmative.^ 

§  199,  It  would  be  a  departure  from  the  design  of 
this  work  to  enter  at  large  upon  the  discussion  of  the 
question,  What  is  legitimate  evidence?  It  should  be 
noted,  however,  as  a  peculiarity  of  Equity  Courts,  that 
whfle  by  the  ordinary  rules  of  evidence  in  courts  of 
common  law  a  party  on  the  record  is  an  incompetent 
witness  in  all  cases,*  in  Courts  of  Equity,  on  the  oon- 
farary,  any  party  who  is  made  a  defendant  for  form's 
sake  in  a  cause  in  which  no  decree  can  be  obtained 
which  he  has  any  beneficial  interest  in  resisting,  or 
where  he  has  by  his  answer  submitted  to  a  decree,  and 
has  therefore  ceased  to  have  such  interest,  or  where. 


1  Adamff'fl  Bqtiity,  $92. 

2  Ibid.  363. 

3  n.  Dan.  Clu  Pr.  410. 

.  *  IbkL  419.  . 

6  Ibid.  408.  There  we  ezoeptiinia  to  thie  imle.  Wheiiy  for  iiutanee,  a 
prima  foirie,  right  is  prored  er  adaitted  hj  the.pleadkig^  the  bniden  of 
proof  ifl  always  upon  the  penon  calling  eaeh  right  ia  qnettioiit  (II.  Ben* 
Ch.  Pr.  4090  e^en  thongh  it  devoWee  upto  him  the  nedefritj  of  proving  a 
negatire.    (Ibid.) 

*  There  are  express  statutes  making  parties  on  the  record  competent 
witnesses  in  certain  oases.  Of  course,  where  sneh  statutes  are  in  force^ 
they  override  the  general  rule  mentioned  in  the  text. 

8 
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though  having  an  interest,  he  has  it  in  respect  of  a  part 
only  of  the  matters  in  issue,  iM&may  be  examined  as  a 
witness,  either  generally  or  in  respect  to  those  matters 
in  which  he  has  no  interest.^ 

§  200.  The  rule  in  Equity  just  mentioned  must  be 
restricted  to  parties  defendant ;  a  party  plaintiff  is  in 
all  cases  incompetent  as  a  witness,  and  if  a  co-plaintiff 
desires  his  evidencej  and  the  defendant  will  not  consent 
to  the  examination,  the  party  must  move  for  leave  to 
strike  out  his  name  as  plaintiff  on  payment  of  the 
costs  already  incurred,  and  make  him  a  defendant  by 
amendment ;  if  the  examination  of  a  plaintiff  is  required 
on  behalf  ©f  a  defendant,  it  can  only  be  had  by  the 
plaintiff's  consent*^ 

§  201.  It  should  be  further  noted,  as  a  peculiarity 
pertaining  to  pleadings  in  Courts  of  Equity^  that  as  a 
general  rule  the  statements  of  the  answer  of  the  defen- 
dant, so  far  as  responsive  to  the  allegations  of  the  bill, 
are  to  be  taken  as  true,  ufnless  contradicted  by  two 
witnesses,  or  one  witness  with  strong  corroborating  cir- 
cum^tance^*^  This  rule  imposes  an  additional  burden 
on  the  party  plaintiff,  and  to  the  same  extent  relieves 
the  party  defendant  from  the  necessity  of  proving  the 
statements  in  his  answer  directly,  responsive  to  the 
bill. 

6  Adams'g  Equity,  364.  In  the  oftBes  mentioned  in  the  text,  by  the  pne- 
tiee  generally  jHremlling  in  Equity  Courts,  special  liberty  should  be  ob- 
tained to  examine  the  pairty  as  a  witness,  saring  just  exceptions ;  and  tibe 
applioation  is  usually  aooompanied  by  a  suggestion  that  the  party  to  be 
examined  has  no  interest.    Ibid. 

7  Adams's  Equity,  365. 

8  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  404,  406.  The  principle  announced  in  the  text  has 
been  affirmed  again  and  again  in  Courts  of  Equity  in  this  country. 
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§  202.  The  mode  of  taking  eyidence  at  equity  differs 
from  that  adopted  in  common  law  causes.  It  is  taken 
at  law  viva  voce  and  publicly ;  in  equity,  it  is  written,* 
and,  in  the  English  practice,  it  is  secret.  The  origin 
of  this  distinction  in  the  manner  of  taking  testimony  at 
oommon  law  and  in  equity,  is  thus  unfolded  by  Adams 
in  his  late  treatise : 

"The  object  at  law  is  to  enable  the  jury  to  give 
their  verdict  oh  the  issues  joined  between  the  parties. 
They  are  not  required  to  decide  on  the  merits  of  the 
case  generally,  or  to  elicit  a  legal  conclusion  from  a 
series  of  facts,  but  are  to  give  their  verdict  on  the 
balance  of  testimony,  affirmative  and  negative,  direct 
and  indirect,  submitted  to  them  on  the  issues  joined. 
In  order,  therefore,  that  this  object  may  be  best  at- 
tained, it  is  necessary,  not  that  the  evidence  should 
be  correctly  recorded,  but  that  at  the  time  of  its  being 
given  it  should  be  thoroughly  compared  and  sifted ;  and 
this  is  done  by  an  examination  viva  voce  and  in  public. 
The  jury  are  thus  aided  by  the  tone  and  manner  of  the 
witness,  as  well  as  by  his  actual  assertions.  They  have, 
in  a  comparatively  short  time,  the  witnesses  on  both 
sides  brought  under  their  notice,  their  inaccuracies  or 
obscurities  corrected  or  explained,  and  the  entire  mass 


*  The  general  role  is  that  fonnd  in  the  text.  By  tf^eoial  aet  of  Con. 
greiSy  in  the  United  States  Conrts,  the  mode  of  proof  by  oral  tegtimony, 
and  examination  of  witnesses  m  open  court,  shall  be  the  same,  as  well  in 
the  trial  of  causes  in  BquitT  as  of  actions  at  eommon  law.  Act  Sept.  24, 
1789,  sec  30.  And  by  statntes  of  Virgtnia,  in  certain  oasesi  written  testi- 
mony, L  e.  depositions,  may  be  read  at  oommon  law.  Sometimes,  in  the 
English  Oonrts,  an  examination  viva  voce  at  the  hearing  is  admitted  in 
BqQity  causes,  where  written  documents  essential  to  the  justice  of  the 
esns^haye  been  neglected  to  be  proved  before  publication  has  passed  in 
the  suit,  or  where  the  plaintiff  proceeds  to  a  hearing  of  the  cause  upon  bill 
and  answer  only.    II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  441. 
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of  eTidence  commented  on  by  eonnsel,  imd  svmmed  np 
by  the  Judge,  and  the  danger  of  mistake  or  miflappre- 
hension  in  the  ^fitnesses,  as  well  as  that  of  a  d^berate 
perjury,  is  partly  remedied  by  the  salemnity  of  a  puUio 
trial,  and  in  a  still  greater  degree  by  the  seaa^ching 
ordeal  of  cross-examination.  The  verdict,  when  giyen^ 
is  added  to  the  record,  but  there  is  no  judicial  record  of 
the  evidence.  If  the  verdict  is  complained  of  as  being 
against  the  evidetice,  the  private  notes  of  the  Ju£^e,  or 
the  admissions  of  counsel,  are  the  only  materials  fur- 
nished to  the  Court ;  and  if  the  Court  in  its  discretion 
grants  a  new  trial,  .such  new  trial  must  take  place  as  on 
a  new  issue,  before  a  new  and  independent  jury,  who 
will  decide  according  to  the  evidence  laid  before  them- 
selves. If  the  verdict  is  undisturbed,  but  its  legal 
effect  on  the  question  in  dispute  is  doubted,  that,  as  a 
question  of  law,  must  be  decided  by  the  Court;  but, 
for  the  purpose  of  such  decision,  as  well  as  of  any  subr 
sequent  appeal,  the  verdict  only,  and  not  the  evidence, 
appears  upon  the  record. 

^^  In  a  Court  of  law,  therefore,  a  viva  voce  examina- 
tion in  public  is  the  regular  mode  of  proo£  In  Equity 
the  object  of  the  evidence  is  different,  and  90  also  is 
the  mode  of  taking  it. 

'^  The  trial  and  determination  of  disputed  issues  are 
not  the  principal  objects  of  evidenoe  in  equity ;  for  the 
nature  of  the  questions  there  litigated  does  not  gene- 
rally give  rise  to  such  issues ;  and  those  which  do  occur, 
if  they  present  any  serious  difficulty  of  trial,  are  gene- 
rally referred  to  the  verdict  of  a  jury.  The  power, 
therefore,  of  sifting  and  comparing  testimony,  which  is 
the  primary  requisite  at  law,  becomes  comparatively 
unimportant  in  equity :  and  the  principal  objects  there 
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eontemplated,  are,  first,  to  elicit  a  sworn  detail  ot  foots, 
on  wUoh  the  Court  may  adjndge  the  equities;  and 
secondly,  to  preserte  it  in  an  accurate  record,  for  the 
use,  if  needed,  of  the  Appellate  Court. 

^^  For  this  reason  it  is  required  in  equity  that  all 
witnesses  shall  be  examined  before  the  hearing,  and 
t^eir  answers  taken  down  in  writing,  so  that,  when  the 
cause  conies  on  for  decision,  the  Judge  may  iiot  be  dis- 
tracted by  the  trial  of  separate  issues  on  evidencie  then 
brought  forward  for  the  first  time,  but  may  give  his  un- 
divided attention  to  the  decree  which  the  facts  admitted 
or  proved  will  warrant ;  and  that,  if  his  decree  be  ap- 
pealed from,  the  Court  of  Appeal  may  have,  in  an 
authorized  record,  all  the  materials  on  which  it  is 
founded. 

.  ^^  The  protracted  nature  of  a  written  examination 
necessarily  involves  the  risk  that  defects  of  evidence 
might  be  discovered'  in  the  course  of  taking  it,  and  false 
testimony  procured  to  remedy  them.  In  order  to  avoid 
this,  risk,  the  witnesses  are  examined  privately  by  an 
officer  of  the  Court;  and.it  is  an  imperative  rule,  that 
until  the  examination  has  been  completed  and  the  entire « 
depositions  ,given  out,  which  is  technically  termed  pass- 
ing publication,  neither  party  shall  be  made  •acquainted 
¥rith  his  adversary's  interrogatories,  nor  with  any  part 
of  the  answers  on  either  side ;  and  that,  after  publica- 
tion, no  further  witnesses  can  be  examined  without 
special  leave." 

§  203.  The  practice  of  English  Courts  in  this  regard^ 
as  thus  set  forth  by  Adams,  has  been  very  much  re- 
laxed in  this  country.  While,  as  we  shall  see  in  future 
sections,  by  the  rules  governing  the  practice  in  Circuit 
Courts  of  the  United  States,  certain  formalities  are  re- 
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quired  previous  to  ^^  passing  .publication/'  of.  th«  testi- 
mony, after  it  has  been  taken  and  returned  to.  the 
clerk's  oflSice,  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  these  are  not 
necessary,  the  depositions  as  soojd  as  returned  being 
open  to  the  inspection  of  all  parties* 

§204.  As  already  stated,  it  is  only  necessary  that 
proof  should  be  adduced  on  those  points  as  to  which 
the  parties  are  at  issue.  If  a  party,  either  actuaUy  or 
constructively,  has  admitted  all  or  any  of  the  statements 
of  his  opponent,  no  proof  is  required  as  to  such  state- 
ments. 

§  205.  Thus,  the  facts  alleged  in  a/  bill,  where  they 
are  alleged  positively  and  not  by  way  of  pretence,  are 
constructive  admissions  in  favor  of  the  defendant  of  the 
facts  so  alleged,  and  need  not  be  proved  by  other  evi- 
dence;' and  so,  on  the  other  hand,  when  a  plea  has 
been  put  in  by  a  defendant  either  to  the  whole  bill  or  a 
part  of  it,  in  that  case,  the  bill,  or  Aat  part  of  it  which 
is  pleaded  to,  so  far  as  not  coiitroverted  by  the  plea,  is 
admitted  to  be  true,  and  the  plaintiflF  may  rest  satisfied 
with  the  admission.*®  Actual  admissions,  of  course, 
♦need  not  be  proved,  for  what* better  evidence  of  the 
truth  of  a  statement  can  a  court  desire,  than  the  assent 

r 

of  the  party  chiefly  interested  in  denying  it  ? 

§206.  There  is  a  class  of  documentary  evidence  which 
proves  itself,  needing  nothing  more  than  the  production 
of  the  documents,  while^another'class  requires  the  'sup- 
port of  parol  testimony  before  it  can  be  received.  Of 
the  former  class,  public  acts''of  Congress  and  of  the 
State  legislatures,  certified  under  the  hand  of  the  proper 
oflScer,  and  the  records^  and  judicial  proceedings  of  the 
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several  State  and  Federal  Courts  in  the  Union  or  cer- 
tified copies  of  the  same  are  examples^  and  in  the  latter 
class  $kre  embraced  all  private  docmnents,  such  as  let- 
ters, agreements  not  of  record,  and  the  like.^^ 

HOW   T JISTIMONY  TAKEN. 

§207.  In  the  English  Courts,  save  in  the  special  case 
of  viva  voce  examination  to  prove  written  documents  at 
the  hearing  mentioned  in  a  note  to  a  previous  section,^^ 
the  uniform  mode  of  examining  witnesses  is  by  inter- 
rogatories in  writing,  exhibited  by  the  party  plaintiff  or 
defendant,  or  directed  by  the  Court  to  be  proposed  to 
or  asked  of  the  witnesses  in  the  cause  ;^  the  examina- 
tion to  be  conducted  either  by  an  examiner  or  by  com- 
missioners specially  appointed  for  that  purpose  by  com- 
mission under  the  great  seal.^*  These  interrogatories 
are  termed  original^  when  exhibited  on  the  part  of  the 
person  who  produces  the  witness ;  they  are  called  €ro%» 
interrogatories  when  filed  on  behalf  of  the  adverse 
party  .^'^  * 

11  Th«  reader  sboald  eonsnlt  works  speeiaUy  deroted  to  the  subjeet  13/i 
eddeitee ;  also  the  following  acts  of  Congress :  act  of  May  2t\h,  1790, 
preecribiDg  "mode  in  which  pablie  actSi  records  and  judicial  preoeedings^ 
in  'eaeh  state,  shall  be  aath^tioatedy  so  as  to  take  effect  in  every  oth^ 
stats."  Story's  Xaws  XT.  S.  1  toL  p.  93 1  act  of  March  27th,  1804,  sap^- 
nentary  to  act  of  1790.  Ibid.  II.  vol.  p.  947.  And  the  following  statate 
of  Virginia:  Code  of  Yirl^nia,  chap.  176,  sections  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  8, 10, 11, 
14, 16,  and  16. 

13  Anie,  sec.  262.      » II.  Ban.  Ch.  Pr.  466.      u  Ibid.  474.       is  Ibid. 

*  It  may  be  of  some  utility  to  the  reader  to  be  familiar  with  the  several 
steps  in  taking  testimony  in  the  English  Courts.  Barton,  in  his  History 
of  a  suit  in  Equity,  gives  the  following  account  of  the  manner  of  taking 
the  examination  of  witnesses  to  be  used  in  those  courts : 

**  In  the  several  proceedings  which  we  have  hitherto  had  occasion  to 
enumerate,  as  applicable  to  our  courts  of  equity,  the  reader  has  perceived 
a  great  resemblance  in  aubatancei  though  generally  a  difference  in/orm,  to 
those  used  in  our  courts  of  common  law. .  But  in  the  examination  of  wit- 
nesses a  material  difference  prevails,  both  in  form  and  effect    The  exami- 
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§"208.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  the  usual 
mode  pursued  is  that  prescribed  by  the  sixty-seventh 
rule  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court.  That  rule 
is  as  follows :  ^'  After  the  cause  is  at  issue,  commissions 
to  take  testimony  may  be  taken  out  in  vacation  as  well 
as  in  term,  jointly  by  both  parties,  or  severally  by 


nation  in  courts  of  law  being  ore  tentu,  in  Hke  presenee  of  the  judge  and 
the  eoorty  and  impromptu  at  the  time  of  trial }  whilst  that  in  tlie  conrte  of 
equity,  agreeably  to  the  ciWl  law,  is  conducted  in  private,  and  upon  inter- 
rogatories or  questions  in  writing  preTionsly  framed  for  the  purpose. 

**  If  the  witneues  reside  within  twenty  miles  of  hmAon,  this  ezamina- 
tion  is  taken  before  a  public  officer  appointed  by  the  eourt  for  that  particu- 
lar purpose ;  but  if  they  reside  beyond  that  distance,  a  oommission,  or 
tUdimut  pote§tatem,  U  granted  to  four  commissioners,  (two  nomdnated  by 
each  party,)  authorizing  them  to  take  the  depositionf  of  the  seToral  wit- 
nesses at  the  respectiye  places  of  their  residence. 

"  A  CommUaion  to  examine  Witneaees  in  Ckancertf, 

«  George  the  Third,  by  the  grace  of  God,  of  Great  Britain,  France^  and 
Ireland,  Idng,  defender  of  the  faith,  and  so  fbrth,  to  Samuel  Johnson, 
Majat  Bdwards,  William  Kasoo,  and  Petw  Watae,  greeting : 
**  Enow  ye,  that  we,  in  confidence  of  your  prudence  and  fidelity,  have 
appointed  you,  and  by  these  presents  do  giro  unto  yon,  any  three  or  two 
of  you,  fuU  power  and  authority  dUigently  to  examine  aU  witnesses  what- 
soever, upon  oertun  interrogatories  to  be  exhibited  to  you,  as  weU  on  the 
part  of  James  Willis,  complainant^  as  on  the  part  of  JBdward  WilHs  and 
WUHam  Willis,  defendants,  or  either  of  themi  and  therefore,  we  eom- 
mand  you,  any  three  or  two  of  yon*  that»  at  oertaln  days  and  places,  to  be 
appointed  by  you  for  that  purpose,  yon  do  emse  the  said  witnesses  to 
oome  before  you,  and  then  and  there  examine  each  of  them  apart,  i^on 
the  said  interrogatories,  on  their  respeotiire  eorponl  oaths,  first  taken 
before  you,  any  three  er  two  of  yon,  upon  the  holy  eraagelists ;  and  that 
you  do  take  such  their  examinations,  and  reduce  them  into  writing  eft 
parchment ;  and  when  you  shaU  have  so  taken  them,  yoa  are  to  send  the 
same  to  us  in  our  chancery,  without  delay,  wheresocYcr  it  shall  then  be, 
closed  up  and  under  your  seals,  or  the  seals  of  three  or  two  of  you,  dis- 
tinctly and  plainly  set  forth,  together  with  the  said  interrogatories,  and 
this  writ :  And  we  further  command  you,  and  every  of  you,  that  before 
you  act  in,  or  be  present  at  the  swearing  or  examining  any  witness  or  wit- 
nesses, you  do  severally  take  the  oath  first  specific  J  in  the  schedule  here- 
unto annexed ;  and  we  do  give  you,  any  three,  two,  or  one  of  you,  foil 
power  and  authority,  jointly  or  severally,  to  administer  such  oath  to  the 
rest  or  any  other  of  you,  upon  the  holy  evangelists ;  tod  we  Airthdr  com- 
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eidier  party,  upon  interrogatories  filed  by  the  party 
tftloAg  oat  thje  same,  in  the  clerk's  office,  t^i  days 
notice  thereof  being  given  to  the  adverse  party  to  file 


Bud  that  all  and  eyery  the  olerk  or  clerks  employed  in  taking,  writing, 
tmucribing,  or  ingroBsing  the  deposition  or  depositions  of  witnesses  to  be 
examined  by  rirtae  of  these  presents,  shall,  before  he  or  they  be  permitted 
to  act  as  olerk  er  clerks  as  aforesaid,  or  be  present  at  such  examination, 
seyenHy  take  the  oath  last  specified  in  the  said  schedule  annexed :  and 
we  also  pye  yon,  or  any  one  of  you,  full  power  and  authority,  jointly  and 
ssTerally,  to  administer  such  oath  to  such  clerk  or  clerks,  upon  the  holy 
eTaogelists.  • 

*'  Witness  onrself  at  Westminster,  the day  of ,  in  the  38th 

year  of  our  reign.  Ardsn, 

"WnfTER. 

''Indorsed,  *  By  order  of  Court/ 

**  Label. — To  Siunuel  Johnson,  Mayat  Edwards,  William  Mason,  and 
Peter  Wame,  Gentlemen,  any  three  or  two  of  them,  to  examine  wit- 
nesses, as  well  on  the  part  of  James  Willis,  plaintiff,  as  on  the  part  of 
Edward  Willis  and  William  Willis,  defendants,  returnable  without  delay^ 

on  fourteen  days  notice  to  the  defendants. 

Abdev, 

WlHTEB. 

"  Proper  notice  baring  been  given  to  the  defendants  of  the  time  and 
plaee  of  executing  the  c<Anmis8ion,  interrogatories  or  questions  previously 
framed  and  settled  are  produced  on  eaeh  side,  and  separately  read  to  the 
respeetive  witnesses,  and  their  ^  responses  or  depositions  taken  down  in 
writing  by  the  oonuDlsaioners.  lateixogatories  should  be  oondse  and  to 
the  point*  not  leading  or  direoUng.    The  following  is  the  usual  form : 

"  Interrogatoriea  exhibited  in  Equity, 

'^Interrogatories  to  be  administered  to  witnesses  to  be  produced,  sworn  and 
examined  in  a  certain  oause  depending  in  the  ^igh  Court  of  Chancery, 
wherdn  J«m6s  Willis,  by  John  Willis,  his  lather  and  next  friend,  is 
complainant,  and  Edwwrd  Willis  and  William  Willisi  executors  of  the 
last  wiU  and  testament  of  Thomas  Atkins,  deceased,  are  d^ndants. 
On  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  said  eomplainant;  that  is  to  say, 

"  First  InteiTOgatory.— Do  you  know  the  parties,  coraplainaats  and  de- 
fendants, in  the  title  of  these  interrogatories  named,  or  any  and  which  of 
them,  and  how  long,  Ac,  Ac.  Declare  the  truth  and  your  knowledge 
thento. 

*'  Second  Interrogatory.— Did  or  did<not  the  said  Thomas  Atkins,  in  the 
foMgoing  intOROgatoriefl  Bamed«  evert  and  when  and  where,  in  your  sight 
orpiMeneOy  or  In  the  presence  of  anj  and  what  other  person  or  persons. 
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cross  interrogatories'  before  the  issuing  of  tie  commis- 
sion ;  and  if  no  cross  interrogatories  are  filed  at  the 


to  your  knowledge,  sign,  seal,  publiih  or  deolure,  hU  last  wiU  and  testa- 
ment, in  writing,  or  any  other  and  what  writing,  as,  for^  or  pnrporting  to 
be  his  last  will,  &o.  Ac, ?    Declare,  Ao. 

"  Third  Interrogatory. — Do  yoa  know  of  any  application  or  application! 
which  have  been  made  by  or  on  the  behalf  of  the  abore  named  complain- 
ant, to  the  defendants  abore  named,  or  either  and  which  of  them,  for  the 
payment  of  the  legacy  of  £800,  in  the  pleadings  in  this  cause  mentioned 
to  haye  been  bequeathed  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  said  complainant,  Ac. 
If  yea,  set  fort]i  when,  or  about  what  time  or  times  respeotirely,  and  by 
whom,  by  name,  and  to  whom,  and  where  such  application  or  appUeationa 
was  or  were  so  made,  and  whether  the  same  was  or  were,  in  any  and  what 
manner,  complied  with  or  assented  to,  or  refused  and  rejected,  and  by 
whom,  and  for  any  and  what  reasons  ?    Declare,  Ae. 

*'  Lastly. — Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter  or  thing,  or  hare  you  heard 

or  can  you  say,  any  thing  touching  the  matters  in  question  in  this  cause, 

that  may  tend  to  the  benefit  and  advantage  of  the  complainant  in  this 

cause,  besides  wh&t  you  have  been  interrogated  unto  ?    If  yea,  declare  the 

same  fully  and  at  large,  as  if  you  had  been  particularly  interrogated 

thereto. 

A.  MAmriNO. 

"  After  the  oaths  have  been  duly  administered  to  the  vommissionerSy 
tiielr  elerks,  and  the  respeotive  witnesses,  the  depositions  are  taken  and 
transcribed  in  the  following  form : 

"  Depositiona  in  Equity  by  Cotnmis$%<m, 
"  Depositions  of  witnesses,  produced,-  sworn,  and  eicamined,  on  the 


day  of in  the  thirty-sixth  year  of  his  present  majesty  King  George 

the  Third,  and  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1795,  at  the  house  of  W.  Brown, 
known  by  the  sign  of  the  Bush,  situated  in  the  parish  of  Kelsal,  in  the 
';  county  of  Nottingham,  by  yirtue  of  a  commission  issuing  out  of  his 
majesty's  High  Court  of  Chaneery,  to  us,  Samuel  Johnson,  William 
Mason,  and  others,  directed,  for  the  examination  of  witnesses  in  a  eause 
therein  depending,  between  James  Willis,  by  John  Willis,  his  father  and 
next  friend,  plaintiff,  and  Edward  Willis  and  William  Willis,  defendants* 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  said  complainant,  we,  the  acting  oemmis- 
sioners,  under  the  said  commission,  and  also  the  respeotive  clerks,  by  as 
employed,  in  taking,  writing,  transcribing,  and  engrossing,  the  said 
depositions,  having  first  duly  taken  the  oaths  annexed  to  the  said 
commission,  according  to  the  tenor  and  effect  thereof,  and  as  thereby 
required. 

'*  James  Henry  Nevil,  of  Pelligate,  in  t&e  county  of  Northampton,  Esq., 
aged  thirty  years,  or  thereabouts,  a  witness  prodttoed,  sworn  and 
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expiration  of  the  time,  the  commission  may  issue  ex 
parte.  In  all  cases  the  commissioner  or  commissioners 
shall  be  named  by  the  Court  or  by  a  Judge  thereof." 


on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  said  complainant,  James  Willis,  deposeth 
and  saithy  as  follows : 

"  To  the  first  interrogatory — This  deponent  saith,  that  he  knows  the  said 
oomplainanty  James  Willis,  and  hath  so  known  him  for  the  space  of  three 
yean,  last  past,  or  thereabouts,  and  doth  also  know  and  is  well  acquainted 
with  the  said  defendants,  Edward  Willis  and  William  Willis,  Ao, 

*'  To  the  second  interrogatory — This  deponent  saith,  that  he  was  present, 
and  did  see  Thomas  Atkins,  in  the  pleadings  in  this  cause  mentioned, 
sign,  seal,  publish,  and  declare,  as  and  for  his  last  will  and  testament,  a 
certain  writing.  Ac,  &e. 

"  To  the  third  interrogatory — ^This  deponent  saith,  that  in  or  about  the 
month  of  January  last,  he,  this  deponent,  was,  togeUier  with  John  Willis, 
the  father  of  the  said  complainant,  James  Willis,  at  the  house  of,  and  in 
oompany  writhj  the  said  William  Willis,  and  doth  well  remember  that  the 
said  John  Willis  did  then  and  there  address  the  said  defendant,  on  the 
part  and  in  behalf  of  the  said  complainant,  and  requested  that  the  said 
William  Willis,  or  his  co-executor,  the  said  Bdward  Willis,  would  pay  or 
otherwise  secure,  for  the  benefit  of  the  said  complainant,  the  said  legacy 
of  £800,  Ao.  Ac. 

"  Aad  to  the  last  interrogatory'^This  deponent  saith,  he  doth  not  know 

of  any  other  matter  or  thing,  Ac.  Ac. 

Jaues  Hehry  Kxtil, 

Samuel  Johnson, 

WiLLiAu  Mason. 

**  If  the  witness  be  examined,  in  town,  before  the  examiner,  the  form 
win  neeeasarUy  yar^.  • 

"  Depositions  in  Equity  be/ore  an  Examiner, 

•'  Witnesses  examined  in  a  oausls  depending  and  at  Issue  in  this  honorable 
courty  wherein  James  Willis,  aa  infant,  by  John  Willis,  his  father  and 
next  friend,  is  complainant;  and  Edward  Willis  and  WiUiMn  Willis  are 
defendants,  on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  said  complainanty  by  Alex- 
ander Morgan,  ^q.,  >examiiier  in  ohaneery< 

"  James  Henry  Nerll,  of,  Ao.,  aged  thirty  years  and  upwards,  being  pro- 
duced as  a  witness,  on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  complainant  in  this 

oaiase,  was,  on  the  day  of  — ,  in  the  year  of  eur  Lord  1796, 

shewn  in  person,  at  the  seat  of  Mr.  Hill,  (who  is  the  clerk  in  court  of  the 
defendants,  in  the  title  hereof  named;)  by  Mr.Vaugn,  one  of  the  sworn 
clerks  in  my  office,  who  then  also  leit  a  note  of  the  name,  title,  and  place 
•f  abode  of  the  deponent,  at  the  seat  aforesaid ;  and  afterwards,  on  the 
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§  209.  The  rule  just  cited  further  prescribes,  that  if 
the  ^^  parties  shall  so  agree,  the  tesl^fliony  ma;^  be  tsken 
upon  oral  interrogatories  by  the  parties  or  th^  ag^fits, 
without  filing  any  written  interrogatories;"  and  this  is 
sometimes  done. 

§  210.  Testimony  may  also  be  taken  in  the  United 
States  Circuit  Courts,  after  the  cause  is  at  issue,  ac- 
cording to  the  provisions  of  the  acts  of  Congress. 
There  were  two  modes  of  taking  depositions  under  the 
act  of  Congress  of  1789,  usually  termed  the  "Judiciary 
Act."  By  the  first,  which  relates  exclusively  to  depo- 
sitions de  bene  esse^  notice  in  certain  cases  is  not  neces- 
sary and  a  commission  is  riot  required ;  by  the  second, 
a  commission,  or  dedimus^  pote^tatem^  is  required,  and 
depositions  taken  thereunder  are  not,  under  any  circum- 
stances, to  be  considered  as  taken  de  bene  e$8e.i[ 


suae  day  and  year,  the  said  deponent  being  sworn  and  exanuned,  de- 

pOBeth  and  saith  as  follows : 

« 

"  1st. To  the  first  interrogatories the  said  deponent  saith, 

thaty  &o»  (as  before.) 

A.  Morgan, 

B.  HiSDB. 

'*  The  depositions  being  completed,  are  closely  bwrad  npf  mad  (Mag 
secured  from  inspection  by  the  signature  and  seals  of  the  several  commis- 
sioners,) sent  to  the  court  out  of  which  the  commission  issued,  by  a  mes- 
senger, who  makes  oath  "that  the  said  depositions  have  not  been  opened 
or  altered  since  they  were  deUven»d  to  bis  eharge."  They  are  th<ki  oom- 
mitted  to  the  custody  of  the  clerk,  in  eourt,  who  prepared  the  commission, 
if  taken  in  the  oountyj  or  detained  by  the  examhier,  if  taken  in  town,  tOl 
publication  has  passed  by  rule  or  order  of  court.  After  which  fbey  may 
be  inspected,  or  copies  of  them  deUvered,,at  the  request  of  any  «f  the 
parties. 

*^  After  pubUcation  has  passed,  the  parties  regularly  are  to  proceed  to  a 
hearing." 

t  See  Buddxcum  v.  Kirk,  8  Crarich  593;  S^rgcanCs  lessee  v.  BiddU  et 
ah,  4  Wheat.  508. 
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^  211.  5Hie  first  of  these  modes  is  thus  prescribed  by 
the  thirtieth  section  of  the  judiciary  act :  **  When  the 
testimony  of  any  person  sliall  be  necessary  in  any  civil 
oanse  depending  in  any  district,  in  any  Court  of  the 
United  States,  who  shall  live  at  a  greater  distance  from 
the  place  of  trial  than  one  hundred  miles,  or  is  bound 
on  a  voyage  to  sea,  or  is  about  to  go  out  of  the  United 
States,  or  dut  'of  such  district,  and  to  a  greater  distance 
from  tbe  place  of  trial  than  as  aforesaid,  before  the 
time  of  trial,  or  is  ancient j  or  very  infirm,  the  deposi- 
tion of  sncli  person  maty  be  taken,  de  bene  essej  before 
any  justice  (»r  judge  of  any  of  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  or  before  any  chtocellor,  justice  or  judge  of  a 
8uprepa6  oir' superior  court,  miiyor,  or  chief  magistrate 
of  a  6ity,  or  judge  of  a  county  court  or  courl  of  com- 
mon pleas  of  any  of  the  United  States,  not  being  of 
counsel  or  attorney  to  either  of  the  parties,  ot  inter- 
ested ki  the,  event  qf  ^e  cause,  provided  that  a  notifi- 
cation from  ike  iKMi>gistrate  before  vrhom  the  deposition 
is  to  be  taken  to  the  adv^rse^  9^^7y  ^  ^^  present  at 
the-taking  of.tii^e  s^pie,  and  to  put  interrogatories,  if 
he  think  fit,  be  $rst  made  out  and  served  on  the  adverse 
party,  or  .his  attorney,  as  either  may  be  nearest,  if 
either  is.within  one.  hundred  miles  of  the  plaoe  of  such 
caption,  allowing,  time  for  their  attendance  after  noti- 
fied, not  leBB  thaik  at  the  rate  of  one  day,  Sundays 
ej&d^sive,  for  every  twenty  miles  travef  *^    And  every 


M  If  no  notice  U  giten  to  the  adverse  putj  of  the  time  and  plaee  of 
taking  the  depoeition,  agreeably  to  the  proviiioni  of  this  etatnte,  the  rnleiT 
of  United  States  Supreme  Gonrt  prescribe  that  upon  motion  and  affidavili 
of  the  fact  the  adverse  party  shall  be  entitled  to  a  oross>examination  of 
the  witness,  either  under  a  commission  or  by  anew  deposition  taken  under 
the  acts  of  Congress,  if  a  court  or  a  judge  thereof  shall,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, deem  it  reasonable.    See  LXVIII.  Bule  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 

9     • 
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person  deposing  as  aforesaid,  shall  be .  carefully  ex- 
amined and  cautioned,  and  sworn  or  affirmed  to 
testify  the  whole  truth,  and  shall  subscribe  the  testi- 
mony by  him  or  her  given,  after  the  same  shall  be 
reduced  to  writing,,  which  shall  be  done  only  by  the 
magistrate  taking  the  deposition,  or  by  the  i^fonent  in 
his  presence.  And  the  depositions  so  taken  shall  be 
retained  by  such  magistrate,  until  he  deliver  the  a^tae 
with  his  own  hand  into  the  court  for  w][^ch  they  are 
taken,  or  shall,  together  with  a  c^rtificajbe  of  the 
reasons  as  aforesaid,  of  their  being  taken,  and  of  the 
notice,  if  any  given,  to  the  adverse,  party,  be  by  him, 
the  said  magistrate,  sealed  up  and  directed  to  such 
court,  and  remain  under  his  seal  until  opened  in  court. 
And  any  person  may  be  compieUed  to  appear  and  de^ 
pose  as  afoi^esaid,  in  the  s^me  manner  as  to  appear  and 
testify  in  court.^^ 

§212,  As  a  proviso  to  the  section  ^f  the  jndioiafy 
act  just  cited,  the  following  language  is  appiended : 
^^  Provided,  that  nothing  herein  shall  be  construed 
to  prevent  any  coui*t  of  the  United  States  from  grants 
ing  a  dedimus  potestatem,  to  tdce  depositions  ac- 
cording to  common  usage,  when  it  may  be  necessary  to 
prevent  a  failure  or  delay  of  justice ;  which  power  they 
shall  severally  possess;  nor  to  eid/etid  to  ^epoffiitionB 
taken  in  perpetuam  ret  memoriamy  whieh,  if  they  relate 
to  matters  that  may  be  cognizable  in  any  court  of  the 


n  To  admit  or  ute  depositionsi  on  the  trial  of  any  cause,  taken  in  the 
manner  thus  presorihed,  it  must  Appear  that  at  the  time  of  snch  trial  the 
witnesses  are  dead,  or  gone  out  of  the  United  States/  or  at  a  greater  dis- 
tance from  the  place  of  trial  than  one  hundred  miles;  or,  that  by  reason 
of  age,  sickness,  bodily  infirmity,  or  imprisonment,  they  are  unable  to 
travel  and  appear  at  court.    Story'i/  Lawsj  U.  S.,  yoL  1,  p.  64. 
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United  States,  a  circuit  court,  on  application  thereto 
made  ai>  a  court  (Jf  equity,  may,  according  to  the 
usages  in  chaiitfery,  direct  to  be  taken.'*  *® 

The  plain  intent  of  this  proviso  was,  to  recognize  as 
still  existent  and  in  force  in  the  United  States  Courts 
the  powers  here  spoken  of. 

§  213.  By  the  act  of  Congress  of  April  29th,  1802, 
860.25,  it  was  further  enacted,  "that,  in  all  suits  in 
equity,  it  shall  he  in  the  discretion  of  the  court,  upon 
the  request  of  either  party,  to  order  the  testimony  of 
the  witnesses  therein  to  be  taken  by  depositions ;  which 
depositions  shall  be  taken  in  conformity  to  the  regula- 
tions prescribed  by  law  for  the  courts  of  the  highest 
original  jurisdiction  in  equity,  in,  cases  of  a  similar 
nature,  in  that  State  in  which  the  court  of  the  United 
States  may  be  holden :  Provided,  however,  that  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  extend  to  the  circuit  courts  which 
may  be  holden  in  those  States  in  w;hich  testimony  in 
chancery  is  not  taken  by  deposition."  *• 

§  214.  And  by  the  act  of  February  26tb,  1812,  sec. 
3,  it  was  enacted^  "  that  in  any  cause  before  a  court  of 
the  United  States,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  ^uch  court,  in 
its  discretion,  to  admit  in  evidence  any.  deposition  taken 
in  perpetuam  rei  we wonowi,  which  wipuld  be  so  adi^is- 
sible  in  a  court  of  the  State  wherein  such  cause  is 
pending  aiccording  to  the  laws  thereof."  ^ 

§  215.  the  67th  rule  of  the  Supreme  Coprt  U,  S.  pre- 
scribes that  ^^  after  the  cause  is  at  issue,  commissions 
to  take  testimony  may  be  taken  put  in  vacation  as  well 


B  Story's  Lsws,  U.  S.  vol.  1,  p.  65. 
!•  Btory'it  Iiaws,  U.  8.  861. 
»  Ibid.  1216.  ' 


^  I 
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as  in  term,  jointly  by  both  parties  or  severaUy  by  either 
party,  upon  interrogatories  filed  by  the  party,  taking 
out  the  same,  in  the  clerk's  office,  ten  day^'  notice 
thereof  being  given  to  the  adverse  party  to  file  evoss- 
interrogatories  before  the  issuing  of  the  coBuniasion; 
and  if  no  cross-interrogatories  are  filed  ajb  the  expira- 
tion of  the  time,  the  commission  may  issue  e^  paifte. 
In  all  cases  the  commissioner  or  commissioners  shall  be 
named  by  the  court  or  by  a  judge  thereof.  If.  the 
parties  shall  so  agree,  the  testimony  may  be  taken  upon 
oral  interrogatories  by  the  parties  €fr  their  Agents,  irith- 
out  filing  any  nmtten  interrogiektoriea." 

§  216.  Three  months  and  no  more  are  alloved  for 
the  taking  of  testimony  after  the  cau^e  i3  at  issue, 
unless  the  court  or  a  judge  thereof  shall,  upon  special 
cause  shown  by  either  party^  enlarge. the<  time;  and  no 
testimony  taken  aft^  such  period  will  be  allowed  to  be 
read  in  evidence  at  the  hearing*  Immediately  iq;>on  the 
return  of  the  ccnnmissions  and  dep€ksitiou£/,  containing 
the  testimony,  into  the  clerk's  office,  publication  thereof 
may  be  ordered  in  the  clerk's  office  by  any  judge  of  the 
court,  upon  due  notice  to  the  parties,  or  it  may  be  en- 
larged, as  he  may  deem  reasonable  under  all  cireum- 
stances.  But  by  consent  of  the  parties,  publication  of 
the  testimony  may  at  any  time  pass  in  the  clerk%  office, 
such  consent  being  in  writing,  and  a  copy  thereof 
entered  in  the  order  book^  or  endorsed  upon  the  depo- 
sition or  testimony,^  '  ' 

§217.  It  will  be' noticed  that  in  previous  sections, 
provision  is  alone  made  for  the  taking  of  testimony 
after  the  cause  is  at  issue^  unless  we  are  to  construe  the 


IS 


XIX.  Rule  Snpreine  Cdart  U.  8. 
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act  of  OongreBS  <aited  in  section  211  as  ap^plying  to 
equity  oanses,  and  intended  to  provide  for  the  taking  of 
dqpoaitiotis  before  as  weU  as  after  k»ne.  Sometimee^ 
to  compel  a  party  to  defer  taking  his  testimony  until 
the  parties  are  foUy  at  issue,  would  be  to  deprive 
him  of  it  altogether;  before  issue,  the  witnesses 
might  die  or  depart  the  country;  und  accordingly  to 
remedy  this  defect  the  seventieth  rule  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  prescribes  that  ^^  after  any  bill 
filed,  and  before  the  defendant  hath  answered  the  same, 
upon  affidavit  made  that  any  of  the  plaintiff  *s  witnesses 
sre  aged  or  in&*m/ or  going  out  of  the  country,  or  that 
any  of  them  is  a  siiigle  witness  to  a  material  fact,  the 
clerk  of  the  couit  shall,  as  of  course,  upon  the  appli- 
cation of  th^  plaintiff,  issue  a  commission  to  such  com- 
missioher  or  commissibners  as  t  judge  of  the  court  may 
direct,  td  take  the  Examination  of  such  witness  or  wit- 
nesses  de  tme  eMe,  upon  giving  due  notice  to  the 
adverse  pa^ty  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  his 
testimony/*  * 

§  218.  The  manner  of  taking  testimony  in  equity 
caoses  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  is  much  simpler 
than  that  usually  adopted  in  United  States  Circuit 
Courts^  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts^  in  equity  causes, 
evidence  is  uniformly ^taken  by-  way  of  depositions ;  the 
witnesses  are  examiued  orally,  and  their  testimony^  is 
reduced  to  writing. 

§219.  A  commission  or  dedinms  potesiatem  is  not 
necessary  in  eqtiity  causes  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts, 
save  when  the  witness  resides  or  is  out  of  the  State  at 


*  The  B9m%  nile  preyuU  in  ihe  EngUsh  practioe.    ^  Dan*  Ch.  Pr.  641. 
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the  time  the  deposition  is  taken  f  when  witness  resides 
or  is  in  the  State  when  examined,  whether  a  party  to 
the  suit  or  not,*  the  deposition  may  be  taken  without  a 
commission.^ 

§  220.  The  depositions  may  be  taken  before  the  par- 
ties are  at  issue  ;t  but  reasonable  notice  should  be 
given  to  the  adverse  party  of  the  time  tod  place  of 
taking  every  deposition." 

§  221.  So,  too,  a  deposition  in  the  Virginia  State 
Courts  may  be  read,  if  returned  at  any  time  before  the 
hearing  of  the  cause,  or  though  after  an  interlocutory 
decree,  if  it  be  as  to  a  matter  not  thereby  adjudged, 

and  be  returned  before  a  final  decree,"    Even  after  a 

J  .         ... 

final  decree  or  order  in  a  cause,  from  pr  to  which  a;n 
appeal  or,  supersedeas,  has  been  or  might  be  allowed,  a 
djepositipn  may  be  taken  for  any  party  to  suc^  cause, 
or  for  of  against  his  or  her  husband,  personal  represen; 
tativ^,  heirs  or  devisees,. and  the  deposition  jnay  be  read 
in  any  future  trial  that  may  be  directed,  if  the  same 
could  properly  be  read  had  there  been  no  such  decree 
or  order.* 


22  Code  of  Ya!  cBap.  176,  see.  29.  An  affidavit  that  a  witness  resides  or 
is  ont  of  tke  state  is'i>rtma  fkoie  evidence  of  tlib  fact,  though  tire  afSdaytt 
be  made  by  a  part/  iHid.witiioat  not^ee.    Ibid.  see.  ifi  - 

*.  Wheyi.  a  depo^tien  appears  |o.^e  of  a  pairt7»  all  e^oetpti^ns  may  be 
made  to  the  reading  of  it  which  conld  have  been  mad6|  if  it  were  taken 
under  a  speelal  commission ;  and  the  taking  of  sneh  deposition  shim  not 
deprive  the  party  taking  i|  of  any  relief  h«  woald  otherwise  be-^ntUled  to 
i^ainst  the  deponent.    See  Code  efYa.  chap.  17(l|  see.  28. 

» Ibid.  see.  28.     '  ^ 

t  This  is  the  praotiee,  and  the  words  of  the  present  Jtatnte,  providing 
that "  in  any  pending  case"  4*positions  may  be  taken^  clearly  lanotion  this 
course.    Bee  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  176,  sec.  28^ 

24  Code  of  Va.  ohi^.  176,  see.  30.  ss  Ibid.  » Ibid.  sec.  38. 
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§  222.  Juatioe^,  notaries  public  and  conunissioners  in 
chancery  are  authoriased  U>  take  depositions  of  witnesses 
who  reside  oi?  are  in  ^e  State.^  Such  officers  may  ad- 
minister all  necessary  oaths,  and  are  simply  required  to 
certify  under  their  hand  the  taking  of  the  depositions.^ 

§  223«  Should  witnesses  reside  or  be  out  of  the  State 

vben.exandnedy  a  eommiwsioii  may  be  issued  by  the 

elerkof  the  Court  wherein  the  case  ii^  pending,  directed, 

if  the  d^ositions  are  t«  be  tak^at  <mt  of  the  State  but 

in  the  United  States^  to  a  commissidner  appointed  by 

thegpyemer  of  Yii^gum,  c»?  to  any  jui^ice  or  notary 

pnUig  of  the  State  wherein  &q  witnesslM  may  be ;  and, 

if  the  depositioluB  are  to  be  Uikesx  in  a^  foreigB  country, 

the  eommisBiim  should^be  directed  to  such  commiscuoner 

or  eommiaaoi^rs  as  may  b^  agreed  upon  by  the  parties 

or  app(»nted  by  the  Court,  or^  iC  ibbere  be  none  such, 

to'  any'  ^ABierican'  minister    pl^ipoteistiary,    charge 

d'fliyrer,  c9B8ul  general,  flee  eonsul,^  or  .eommerml 

agent  appopted  by  the  gowrraaie^t  of   the  United 

States^  or  to  /^le  mayor  or  other  chief  maguBtrate  of 

any  city,  torn  or  cort^oration  in  such  country,  or  any 

notary  public  therein.    Apy  person  er  persons  .to  whom 

a  commissHon  ia'  so  directed  mayadoBnister  an  oath  to 

the  witness,  and  take  ai)d  certify  the  depoa^tion  withhia 

offcial  s^al'-anscexed;  and  if  he  have^  none,  then  the 

genmBenesa  of  his  signature  shall  be  authenticated  by 

some  officer  of  ihe  same  state  or  country,  under  liiu 

official  8i$al,  unless  the  dejposHion  is  tdeea  by  a  Justice 

out  of  this  Btat&  but  in  tht  United  States;  in  winch 

case  his  ^rtificate  will  be  receired  'vidthout  any  seal 

annexed,  or  either  anthenticatioa  of  hia  signature.  ^ 

«  <?«fd«  of  Tlrgi4l«,  elkftj^.  iT6,  M(».  S8.        »  Ibid.        » Ibid.  see.  20. 
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Mow  fvitneMes  summoned  and  compM^*  to  aUend^ 

ptodnetwn  of  docwmmU^  ^. 

§  224.  TInited  States  Courts. — By  act  of  Congress  of 
24th  January,  1827,  regulating  practice  in  United 
States  Circuit  Courts  in  this  regard,  it  ts  provided, 
that 

(1).  ^  WheneiFer  a  miMiiifwion  BhaH  be  kmad  by  amy 
court  of  the  United  States,  for  takmg  the  testimony  d£ 
a  witness  at  any  place  wiikm  the  United  SMes^  or  the 
territories  tiierecf,  it  shall  be  kwfid  for  ^ttie  <Amk  ef 
any  Court  o£  the  United  States^  for  the  district  or  terri- 
tory within  whi^  sueb  place  may  be^  a^d  he  ish^diy 
enjoined  afid  i^qoired,  fiipoii  the  appltoatioB>  of  ekher  of 
the  parties  in  die  proceeding;  ia  whiefa  «u^  oenmissioii 
diall  haT0  been  isstted,  ai  his  agent^  to  is|NW  eubpesna 
fcur  each  witness,  residing  or  beitig  within  tbe  said  dis^ 
tiiot  ar  territoiry^' as  shiA  be  named  in  the  laid  eom- 
mission^  isommanAing  eaek  witness  to  appear  and  teeliff 
befint«theetCominik8ieQar<ir*eoiBniis8iondrB^  ia  snehetHa^ 
ndssion  named^  at^  a  time  and  frlaoe  in  the  jRvbpqmek  to 
be  stated ;  aad  if  any  witness,  after  being  duly  aerved 
widi  each  subpoena,  shell  refiule  or  neglect  to  appear, 
er,  after  appearing^  shall  refnse  t6  testifyy  (not  being 
privileged  from  giving  testimotiy,)  such  refosal  or  neg* 
ket  being  pirovvd  to  ihe  Satisfaotian  of  any  jildge  b£  the 
eotrt,  wltose  obrk  shiill  hare  issued  snch  smbpoMia^  he 
fliay  thereupon  preeeed  to  enforoe  obedience  to  the  pro* 
cess,  cfT  lo  jluaish  the  disobedienee^  in  like  manner  as 
any  eonrt  of  the  United  States  may  do  in  tase  of  dis*- 
obedienee  to  process  idl  subprnm  nd-  tnt^loandwmy 
issued  by  snoh  court ;  aad  the  witness,  in  such  eases^ 
shall  be  allowed  the  satne  compensation  as  is  allowed  to 
witnesses  attending  the  courts  of  the  United  States : 
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Provided,  that  no  witness  shall  be  required  to  attend  at 
mj  place  out  of  t^e  county  in  which  he  may  reside, 
noi:  more  than  forty  miles  from  hfs  place  of  residence, 
to  g\Ye  his  or  her  deposition^  under  this  law. 

(2/)  ^  Wlieii^^vier  either  of  the  parties  shall  apply  to 
any  judge  of  a  cowrt  of  the  United  States,  ^i  the  dislarict 
er  ieiyilory  of  the  United  States  in  which  the  place  for 
taJd^g  such  testimony  mayj  be,  for  a  mibpcena  duces 
tecum^  ocmnanding  the  witnees  therein  to  be  named  to 
a]q>ear  and  testify  before  the  said  coinn^isiiojner  er  com- 
miaaioneiv,  at  the  time  and  place  in  the  eaid  subpcena 
to  be  stated^  and  also  to  bring  or  Cf^ry  with  him,  and 
produce  to  such  comaaiseiea^  or  ocmxnnasionerB,  any 
pBpm:^  uritii^,  or.  wvittiMt  instnnaemty  or  book^  or  other 
documents,  supposed  to  be  in  the  possession  or  power  ef 
sneh  vitnj^gs^  s^ob  judge  being  satisfied,  by  the  apdjavit 
of  the  person  app]^ying^  pr  oth^rwisf ,  that  t}iere  is 
reason  to  believe  that,  s^ch  P^up^,  writing  ip^itten  in- 
strunwn^  book^  or  other  doeiment,  is  j^  the  -  possession 
or  pawier  of  the,  witness^  and  that  the  same,  if  :produced9 
would  be  competent  and  materia  evidence  fi^  the  party 
ap^ying  therefor,  may  order,  the  clerk  of  t}ie  court,  of 
vhi<^  he  is  a  judge,  to  issm^  s^eh  mtj^^osna  d%Lc$9.U^i^ 
^oecardii^ly,  imd,  if  snoh  witness  after  being  duly 
served  wjith  sn^  mbpmick  du^^  tecimh  shall  i^l  to  pi^ 
4a»e  •ay  <mh.  paper,  tiritiag,  witten  uutmmenl,  book, 
09  otW  document,  being  in  the  possession  or.  power  of 
sucb  witeeas,.  ^nd  deseribed  in  such  suipima^  dupes 
ie^mt  before^  and  to  such  eimmis»oner  or  commis- 
eieoers  at  the  tune  ao^d  place  in  sueh  subpoena  stated, 
aw)h  faihufe  hemg  proved  tQ  Ae  satisfaction  of  the  said 
judge,  he  may. proceed  to  enforce  obedience  to  the  said 
process  of  ^pcena  duges  tei^um^  or  to  punish  the  dis- 
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obedience  in  like  manner  as  any  conrt  of  the  TJnited 
States  may  do  in  case  of  disobedience  to  a  like  process, 
issued  by  such  court ;  and  when  any  stich  paper, 
writing,  written  instrument,^  book,  or  6th6r  document, 
shall  be  produced  to  such  oommissicmQr  pt  cemmis- 
sioners,  he  or  they  shall,  at  the  cMt  of  the  paarty  re- 
quiring the  same,  cause  to  be  made  a  fair  rad  eorreet 
copy  thereof,  or  of  so  mueh  .thereof  ae  eball  be  reqtdred 
by  either  of  the  parties:  Provided,  that  no  witness 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  contempt  for  discll)eying^  any 
subpoena  directed  to  him  by  yirtiie  of  this  act^  unless 
his  fees  for  going  to,  returning  from,  amd  one  day's 
attendance  at  the-  place  of  examination,  shall  be  paid 
or  tendered  /to  him  at  the  time  af  the  service  of  the 
Bttbpcena/ »  •  / 

§226.  Virginia  State  Oourti.^Tke  Code  of  Vir- 
ginia, chapter  176,  sec.  20,  prescribes,  that  ^^a  summons 
may  be  issued,  direct^  as  other  process,  tominanding 
the  officer  to  summon  any  person  to  attend  on  the  day 
and  at  the  place  that  such  attendance  is  desired,  to 
give  evidence  before  a  court,  arbitrators,  umpircj  ji|S- 
tice,  notary  public,  or  ahy  commissioner  appointed  by 
a  court.  The  sammons  may  b^  issued,  if  the  atten- 
dance be  delired  at  4  c6urt,  by  the  clerk  thereof^  and 
in  the  other  cases  by  any  person  before  w^om,  or  a 
eletk  of  a  court  of  a  oi^uuty  or  corporation  in  which, 
the  attendance  is  desired,  of  if  it  be  desired  bisfore  a  jus- 
tice, by  such  or  any  other  justice;  it  shall  express  on 
whose  behalf,  and  in  what  oasci  or  about  what  matter, 
the  witness  is  to  attend.  This  section  shall  be  deemed  to 
authorize  a  summons  to  cfompel  attemdanc^e  before  eom- 

«  I  .  I  ■■ -      ' I.    .      I   ^     1 1.   ...-    ..  Til 

»  Aot  24 th  Jan.  1827.    Story's  toMB,  U.  9.  toLIII.  p*.  2040. 
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missioners  or  oth^r  persons  appointed  by  authority  of 
another  st^te ;  but  only  in  case  they  be  citizens  of  this 
state,  and  the  summons  requires  the  attendance  of  the 
witness  at  a  place  not  out  of  his  county." 

§  226«  The  21st.  section  of  the  same  chapter  of  the 
Code  of  Virginia  provides,  that  "When  it  appears  by 
affidavit  that  a  iprriting  or  document  in  the  possession  of 
a  person  not  a  p«^rty  to  the  matter  in  controversy  is 
material  and  propj^r  to  be  produced  before  a  court,  or 
any  p^'son  appointed  by  it  or  acting  under  its  process 
or  authority/ such  court  or  a  judge  thereof  in  vacation, 
may  order  the  clerk  of  said .  court  to '  issue  a  subpoena 
duces  tecum  to  compel  such  production  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  the  order."  ' 

§227.'  The  22d  section  of  the  same  chapter  provides, 
thaj  **If  any  person,   after  being  served  with  such 
summons  fail  to  attend  to  giv6  evidence,  or  to  produce 
such  writing  or  'document,  according  to  the  summons, 
the  court  whose  clerk  issued  the'  summons,  or  if  it  was 
not  issued  by  a  clerk,  a  court  of  the  county  or  corpo- 
ration in  which  the  attendance  is  i{esired,  on.  a  special 
report  thereof  by  the  person  or  persons  before  whom 
there  was  the  failure  to  a^ttend,  on  proof  that  there 
was  paid  to-  him,  (if  it  was  required^)  a  reasonabli^ 
time  before  he  ^ias  retjuired  to  attend,  the  allowance 
for  one  day's  attendance,  and  his  mileage  and  tolls, 
shall^  after  service  of  a  notice  to  or  rule  upcm  him 
to   shew  cause  against  it,  (if  no  suffiqient  cause  be 
shewn  against  it,)  fine  him  not  exceeding  twenty  dol- 
lars, to  the  use  of  the  party  for  whom  he  was  sum- 
moned, and  may  proceed  by  attachment  to  compel  him 
to  attend  and  give  his  evidence,  at  such  time  and  place 
as  it  may  deem  fit.     The  witness  shall,  moreover,  be 
liable  to  any  party  grieved,  for  damages." 
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§  228.  And  by  the  23d  section  of  the  same  chapter 
it  is  provided,  that  "  K  a  person,  after  beifig  served 
with  such  summons,  shall  attend,  and  yet  refuse  to  be 
sworn,  or  to  give  evidence,  or  to  produce  any  writing  or 
document  required,  he  may,  by  order  of  the  coirt 
whose  clerk  issued  said  summons,  or  of  the  person 
before  whom  he  was  summoned  to  attend,  be  committed 
to  jail,  there  to  remain  until  he  shall;  in  custody  of  tie 
jailor,  give  such  evidence  ot  produce  Such  writing  or 

document.^' 

•>       .    •.  •        .  •    '    . 

DBMUllBSB  TO  XNTBItK^OATORIlSS.' 

- 

§  229.  English  works  oa,  practice,  in  Squity  ^p^ak  of 
a  demurrer  to  interrogatories,  which  is  simply  a  tender 
of  reasons  by  the  witness  whj^  he  should  no^  answer  the 
questioiis  propounded  to  hini.^^    '  ..     ,     \ 

SUPPRBSSINa  DEPOSITIONS. 

§  280.  Iti  the  English  Corri-ts,  after  the  depositions 
are  pilblished,  the  solicitors  Examine  them,  and  if  there 
a^e  any  objections  to  their  being  reai,  the  Courtis 
al^ked  to  suppress  them.  Th^  Usual  grdimdB  are,  that 
the  interrogaitorJes  are  leading,  or  the  interrogatories 
and  depositions  sciandalousi  Other  irregularities  may 
be  noted  in  this  manner.    '  '  '  .   ' 

§231.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  and  the 
Virginia  State  Courts,  objections  are  taken  to  the  read- 
ing of  depositions,  for  the  reasons  mentioned  in  the  last 
section,  dr  for  other  informalities^  These  are  termed 
"exceptions,**  and  may  be  made  before  or  after  the 

31  See  II.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  5U,     . 
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depositions  are  returned.  It  is  always  better  to  except 
to  irrelevant  or  improper  questions,  as  soon  as  put,  as 
well  as  to  any  answers  which  may  be  given. 

[QucBre.  Is  a  tender  of  reasoiiB  hj'  a,  'witnecsy  or,  as  it  is  called  in 
English  works,  a  demurrer  to  interrogatories,  neeessary  in  this  country, 
when  the  witness  objects  to  the  questions  propounded  to  him  ?  WiU  not 
his  simple  objection  to  answer  the  question,  without  stating  his  reasons 
for  80  doing,  servo  every  purpose  accomplished  by  a  demurrer  to  inter- 
rogatories ?] 

RB-EXAMINATION  OF  WITNESSES. 

§  232.  A  party,  after  having  once  taken  the  depo- 
sition of  a  witness  in  a  cause,  is  not  at  liberty  to 
examine  him  a  second  time  without  special  leave  ob- 
tained of  the  Court*  This  practice  prd^l^aik  in  the 
English  Courts,  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts^ 
and  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts.  The  object  of  this 
rule  is  to  prevent  the  tampering  with  witnesses  or  in- 
ducing them  to  retract  or  contradict  or  explain  away 
m  a  second  examination,  what  they  have  stated  in  the 
first ;  and  while  the  Court  will,  in  the  exercise  of  a 
sound  discretion,  permit  a  second  examination  where 
justice  seems  to  require  it,  this  permission  should  be 
guarded  with  strict  scrutiny. 


S  283.  The  forms  necessary  in  taking  depositions  in 
the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  and  in  the  Virginia 
State  Courts,  will  be  found  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
volume^ 


10 
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CHAPTER  VII. 


Of  the  hearing  and  deoree. 

§  234.  It  is  the  practice  in  England,  when  the  cause 
is  set  down  for  hearing,  for  the  plaintiff  to  give  notice 
to  the  adverse  party  of  the  day  appointed  for  the 
hearing.  This  is  done  by  means  of  a  writ*  called  a 
subpoena  to  hear  judgment.^  This  is  not  the  practice, 
either  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  or  in  the  United 
States  Oircijit  Court  held  in  Virginia.  In  these 
Courts,  all  the  purposes  of  the  subpoena  to  helsir  judg- 
ment are  fully  accomplished  by  the  entry  of  the  cause 
upon  the  court  docket.  • 

§  235.  The  mode  of  hearing  causes  in  equity  is  in 
nearly  every  respect  similar  to  the  course  pursued 
before  courts  of  common  law.  The  party  plaintiff,  on 
the  main  hearing,  or  in  case  of  a  motion,  the*  party 
moving,  usually  opens  the  argument,  which  is  replied  to 
by  the  opposite  party,  and  the  argument  is  then  closed 
by  the  former^  For  the  convenience  of  the  Cotirt, 
arguments  in  eqiiity  causes  are  usually  written  out, 
instead  of  being  spoken ;  but  there  is  no  positive  rule 
on  the  subject.  Each  Court  prescribes  for  its  own 
regimen  the  course  to  be  pursued  by  counsel  or  parties, 
in  this  regard. 

1  II.  Dan.  Gh.  Fr.  607. 
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S  236.  After  tfae  esme  10  heaxtl,  the  Coutt  proceeds 
to  adjudicate  th*  rights  of  the  parties ;  and  this  adjudi" 
eation  is  termed  its  decree  or  order. 

{237.  A  distindtioQ  laa  been  draim  in  the  books 

« 

between  decrees  proper  and  interlocutory  orders,  the 
latter  having  reference  to  orders  not  made  at  the 
hearing  of  the  cause,  L  e.,  when  the  parties  are  not 
fiilly  at  issue  before  the  Court,'  and  the  former  referring 
to  such  adjudicationd  or  orderis  as  the  Court  may  make 
at  the  bearing. 

§  238.  Thid  <]fistinctidn  is  one  more  in  name  than  in 
fact.  While  it  is  true,  tha1>  in  the  case  of  interlocutory 
orders,  so  called,  a  final  disposition  of  the  cause  cannot 
be  made,  it  is  true  that  when  the  cause  comes  on  to  be 

• 

heard,  and  the  parties  are  fully  at  issue  before  the 
Court,  either  one  of  the  subjects  detailed  as  proper  for 
an  in^locAbi^  order  may  th,n  be  decreed  Without 
attempting,  however,  to  disturb  the  long-settled  practice 
of  legal  writers  in  this  regard,  the  distinction  between 
these  interlocutory  ordersi  so  called,  aad  decrees  at  the 
hearing,  will  be  preserved  in  iMs  volume,  and  the  former 
will  be  treated  of  in  a  subsequent  part  of  this  work. 
To  the  discission  of  decrees  we  now  proceed. 

§239.  Decrees  are  defined  by  Baniell  to  be  the  sen- 
tence or  order  of  the  Court  proftoiiBieed  on  hearing  and 
understanding  all  the  points  in  issue,  and  deteftnining 
the  ri^t  of  all  the  parties  to  the  suit  aeoording  to 
equity  and  good  conscience.* 

§  240.  Deerees  are  either  interloeutory  or  final.  An 
interlocutory  decree  is  when  the  consideration  of  the 
particular  question  to  be  determined,  or  of  further  di- 


B  Adami^t  BqnUji  S48.  s  11.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  681. 
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recticms  generally,  is  reserved  until  a  future  heaii&g  :*  a 
decree  is  final,  when  it  fully  decides  and  diflposes  of  the 
whole  merits  of  the  case,  and  reserves  na  further  ques- 
tions or  directions  for  the  future  judgment:of  the  Court, 
so  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  bring  the  cajise  again 
bqfore  the  Court  for  another  decision.*  It  is  not  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  the  finality  of  a  decreie  that  it 
should  make  such  a  disposition,  of  eveiry  natter  in  the 
cause,  as  that  it  may  be  at  once  removtad  from  the 
docket.  A  decree,  disposing  of  the  who^#  subject,  de- 
ciding all  questions  in  controversy,  ascertaining  the 
rights  of  all  parties  and  awarding  the  cedts,  though  it 
appoint  a  commissioner  to  sell  part  of  thier  subject,  and 
account  for  and  pay  the  proceeds  to  the  parties,  Tfith 
liberty  to  th^m  to  apply  to  the* court  to  add  other  or 
substitute  new  commissioners,  or  for  a  partition  of  the 
subject  to  be  sold  in  kind,  is  a  final  decree.^ 


*  11  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  631.    SeQ  see.  250,  post. 

4  Hoi.  Int  to  Equity,,  p.  310.  In  Tkomat  t.  Fitzhugh,  4  Leigh  209> 
Judgje  Cttrr  says/''  Where  any  thing  ia  reserved  by  the . court  for  fntore 
•4Jacyioation  in  order  to  settle  the  matten  in  oontroTersy,  the  deoree  is 
interloontory ;  bat  vhere,  npon  the  hearing,  all  these  matters  are  settled 
by  the  decree,  such  decree  is  final,  though  much  may  remain  to  be  done 
before  it  can  be  oomfdetely  curled  into  exeentien,  and  Ihongih  to  eflTee- 
tuate  such  execution  the  eaase  is  retained  and  leave  given  to  the  parties 
to  apply  for  the  future  aid  of  the  court"  In  Cocke  v.  Gilpen,  1  Rob.  R. 
20,  Jqdge  Baldwin  investigatod  the  subject  very  ftilly,  and  after  adverting 
to  the  necessity  of  resorting  to  some  criterion,  by  which  the  distinction 
between  the  two  kinds  of  decfee  may  be  preserve^,  remarks,  "  For  my 
own  party  I  bm  aware  of  no  proper  criterion  bat  this :  Where  thd  farther 
action  of  the  court  in  the  cause"  (which  he  oontradistingniahes  from  the 
action  of  the  court  beyond  the  cause,  to  which  he  afterwards  adverts,) 
''is.  neoeisary  to  give  completely  the  relief  contemplated  by  the  Court, 
there  the  decree  npon  which  tha  question  arises  is  to  be  regarded^'  not  as 
final,  but  interlocutory." 

s  Harvey  v.  Branson,  1  Leigh  108.  See  other  cases  cited  in  Appendix 
to  this  volume,  in  which  decree  has  been  pronounced  fittal,  though  it  was 
necessary  that  the  caaf9  efaonld  be  kept  in  ooiirt  for  oUier  proeeedings. 
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§241.  It  rarely  happens  that  a  first  decree  can  be 
final  or  conclude  the  cause.  Thus,  if  any  matter  of 
fact  is  strongly  controverted,  the  Court  is  so  sensible 
of  the  deficiency  of  trial  by  written  evidence,  that  it 
will  not  bind  the  parties  thereby,  but  will  direct  the 
matter  to  be  tried  by  a  jury,  which  is  termed,  in  the 
books,  dire<?ti|ig  an  issue  out  of  chancery.^  And  so, 
too,  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  England,  if  a  question 
of  law  arises,  that  Court  will  direct  a  case  to  be  stated^ 
and  send  to  a  court  of  common  law  for  its  opinion/ 
This  last  mentioned  practice,  however,  does  uot  prevail 
in  this  country. 

§242.  In  many  cases,  certain  preliminary  inquiries 
are  necessary  before  a  final,  decree  should  he  pro- 
nounced; and  these  will  be  ordered  to  be  made  by  one 
of  the  masters  of  the  court.^  As^  to  instance,  in  all 
cases  relating  %  the^  distribution  of  a»n  estate,  «r  where 


*  HdB  was  formerly  4ff«oted  in  Btigbind  by  wbat  WM  termed  a  feigned 
wiif«.  As  juries  oould  not  be  snmmonecl  to  attend  tbe  Gjonrt  of  Gt^anoery, 
the  fftct  was  usaaUy  ordered  to  be  tried  at  the  bar  of  one  of  tbe  courts  of 
eoumon  law  ox'  at  ^e  assnes ;  and  to  do  this  effeottiallyj  so-  tliat  the  point 
ia  dispute,  andlhat  on)y,  shouU  be  put  ia.  is8u^»  an  action  waa  feigned  to 
bf  brought,  wherein  the  pretended  plaintiff  declares  that  he  laid  a  wager 
office  pounds  with  the  defendant  that  a  particular  thing  was  true;  as,  for 
mstanoe,  that  A.  was  ^eir-at*iaw  to  B«,  and  then  arers  that  it  Ur  soyiaftd 
brings  his  action  for  the  five  pounds.  The  defendant  admits  the  wager, 
but  arers  that  A.  is  not  the  helr'at-law  to  B.,  and  thereupon  that  issue  is 
joiaed,  which  is  directed  out  of  Chancery  t»  be  tried.'  And  >«iitil  this 
feigned  issue  was  trie^y  no  final  deeree  eotuld  be  |>n>ttounoed  in  tho  oause. 
n.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  63  L  This  fiction  is  now  dvipensed  with  in  England,  and 
the  question  may  bo  referred  to  the  jury  ia  a  direct  form.  8  4;  9  Vict, 
eb.  109, 8. 10.  Ifi  the  Yirgliiia  State  Courts,  the  ijsue  is  ordered  in  the 
direct  fonn,  and  may  be  tried  either  at  the  bar  of  H^  Court  of  Equity,  ox 
before  a  court  of  common  law. 

7lLDan.Oh»Pr.766.. 

«In  Virginia  State  Courts,  masters  are  termed  "commissioners,"  or 
"master  commissioners.'* 
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there  is  a  fund  diftributibble  aoaong  per«0Qi8  conalitqting 
^  particular  ckse  co&sisting  of  mimeroul  mdividwls,  or 
where  accounts  botweem  the  jparties  sbouM  b^  first 
settled* 

§  243.  In  all  of  these  cases,  and  many  others  which 
might  be  mentioned,  the  Court  will^  before  pronouncing 
its  final  decree,  direct  enquiries  before  the  xnaster  or 
commissioner ;  and  the  order  directing  these  enquiries 
is  termed  an  interlocutory  decree,  or,  as  some  writers 
express  it,  a  decretal  order.     ' 

§  244.  Beside  the  decrees  mentioned  in  the  foregoing 
sections,  there,  are  decrees  in  the  English  courts  which 
are  termed  decrees  ^nisij  or  conditional  decrees.  TSiese 
are  prepared  by  the  party  seeking  tiiem^  and  being 
entered  up  in  the  absence  bfthe  defendant,  (though  he 
has  been  served  with  a  subpcena  to  hear  judgment,) 
and  wiAout  the  actiem  of  the  court,  the  plaintiff  is  not 
entitled  to  have  such  decrees  made  absolute,  until  the 
defendant  is  served  with  a  snbposna  for  that  poipose, 
and  fails  to  appear  at  the  time  specified  therein,  and 
shew  cause .  against  then^'  We  hav#  in  the  Yirginia 
State  Courts  and  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts 
no  proceeding  like  this,  which  the  defendant  may  claim 
as  a  ma4;ter  of  right'*'  after  the  cause  is  at  issAe.    Before 


il    III      (      !■    >H      <ip    P» 


**  Ther«  are  in  the  VIrgbitt  State  Courts  tnatanees  of  deorees  eome- 
wb&t  like  the  decrees  nisi  mentioned  In  the  text,  as  hi  the  ease  of  Infant 
defendants,  who  are  allowed  a  eeHaIn  period  after  arrirlng  at  mature 
years  to  appeariaod  contest  the  propriety  of  any  'decree  whieh  may  hare 
been  entered.  See  Qode  of  Yirginia,  chap.  179,  sect.  And  so,  too.  In 
the  Virj^nia  State  Courts,  when  one  proceeds  against  absent  or  un- 
known defendants,  they  are  permitted,  subseqMBt  to  deer«e^.to  kave 
tho  decree  set  aside  for  good  canse  shown,  and  to  have  a«y  lojiHtiee  in 
the  proceeding  corrected.    See  Code  of  Virginiay  oliApter  170,  sea.  13; 


the  oaa69  id  f^t  iBgue,  however,  m  the  Yirginift  State 
Courts,  ^  the  rules  held  by  the  clerk  tiiere  is  entered 
w  default  of  the  defwdaat's  appeajranee  a  decree  nifii^ 
yfUoh  is  simply  asi  order  that  if  the  defendant  fails  to 
^>paar:  at  the  nej^t  rnks  the  Ull  will  be  taken  for  con* 
fessed,  Si&d  the  mattw  decreed  aocordingly. 

§245.  Decrees  maybe  made  in  chancery  oanses  in 
favor  of  one  defendant  against  another  defendant ;  but 
this  practice  appears  to  be  limited  to  cases  in  irhich  the 
plaintiff  is  entitled  to  a  de<»ree  agianst  name  one  of  the 
defendaiits*^ 

FOBH  OJ?  PBCBEES. 

$  246.  English  writers  make  the  following  divisions  in 
the  form  of  decrees:  1,  the  date  and  title;  2,  the 
recitals ;  8,  the  ordering  part ;  to  which-  may  be  added, 
4,  the  declaratory  part,  which,  when  made  use  of, 
generally  precedes  the  ordering  part. 

1.  Date  and  title. 

§247.  The  decree   commences  in  England  with  a 

recital  of  the  day  of  the  month  and  year  when  it  was 

- 

And,  in  othet  easM,  defendants  are  somedmes  required  to  do  partioular 
Mfea^  ai  for  ioftftnooy  to  p^  monay  into  eovrt  «r  to  deliytr  «p  tha  poiiae* 
•ioB  of  eettsio  premisei^  naleps  Gmj  shpw  oanaa  agajiut  \t  by  a  daj 
appointed^  Theae  last  are  tenned  "rules/*  and  arp  distinguished  from  the 
"daerisi  ifcial,"  mantioBad  in  iha  text^  hyite  Ikct  that  ihey  are  the  aot  of 
ths  eottrt  4nd  i»m#  uadat  its  sttpetrirfw  bafora  antr^. 

N  Sa«  Sukbard  v.  <7aodir<a,  3  Mgb  ^2^  in  wfci^h  Judga  Taabttr  laid^ 
"  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  9ou)rt  ought  not  to  undertake  to  adjust 
Ifce  transactloiis  between  Hubbard  and  Kennedy.  Vone  of  the  eases  in 
whSeh  the  ao«rt  has  daoread  betwaan  daAadanIs  bava  gon^  so  far.  I 
think  it  has  b^an  done  in  no  ease  where  the  plaintiiF  was  not  entitled  to 
a  dearaa  against  both  or  either.  The  praetioe  should  not  be  extended 
further." 
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pronounced,  and  of  the  names  of  the  several  parties  to 
the  canse*^^  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  and 
in  the  Virgmia  State  Courts,  decrees  or  orders  are 
entered  at  large  on  the  record  book  by  the  clerk,  all 
the  entries  of  one  day  arranged  under  one  general 
heading,  and  the  names  of  the  partis,  plaintiff  and 
defendant,  preceding  each  decree  or  order, 

§  248.  .Formerly,  Bay«  Baoiell,  treating  of  practice 
in  English  Courts,  decrees  contained  recitals  of  the 
pleadings  in  the  cause,  which  were  introduced  by  .the 

words,  "This  cause  coming  on  the  instant,  and 

also  on  this  present  day,  to  be  heard  and  debated 
before  the  Right  Honorable,  &c^  in  the  presence  pf 
counsel  learned  0!n  both  sides,  the  substance  of  the 
plaintiff's  bill  appeared  to  be,  &c.  [then  followed  a 
recital  of  material  parts  of  plaintiff's  bill];  therefore, 
that  the  defendants,  &c.  [reciting  the  prayer,]  and  to 
be  relieved  in  the  scope  of  the  plaintiff's  bill ;  whereto 
the  counsel  for  the  defendants  alleged  that  they,  by 
their  answer,  &c.  [then  followed  a  recital  of  the  de- 
fence set  up  by  the  answer] ;  Whereupon,  &c/*  Many 
attempts  have  been  recently  made,  by  jbhe  Judges  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  in  England  to  shorten  the 
length  of  decrees  occasioned  by  the  introduction  of 
these  recitals,  and  by  the  latest  c^  the  general  orders 
which  have  been  promulgated  with  that  view,  it  is  di- 
rected that  in  original  decrees  and  ordefrs  made  on'  the 
hearing  of  cauaes,  the  recitals,  previous  to  the  exhibito 
read,  shall  be  the  substance  and  scfope  only  of  the 

11 II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  654. 
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pleadings,  tending  to  the  point  in  controversy  upon 
which  the  decree  is  founded,  and  be  made  in  a  most 
concise  manner,  and  not  to  contain  any  recitals  imma- 
terial to  thp  issue.^^ 

§  249,  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  by  the 
86t)irule  of.th^  United  States  Supreme  Court,  in  draw- 
ing up  decrees,  and  orders,  neither  the  bill  nor  answer, 
nor  other  pleadings,  nor  any  part  thereof,  nor  the 
report  of  any  master,  nor  any  other  prior  proceeding, 
should  be  recited  or  stated  in  the  decree  or  order,  but 
the  decree  or  order  should  begin  in  substance  as 
follows :  "  This  cause  came  on  to  be  heard  [or,  to  be 
further  heard,  as  the  -case-  may. be,],  at  this  term,  and 
was  argued  by  counsel ;  and  thereupon,  upon  conside- 
ration thereof,  it  wais  ordered,  adjudged  and  decreed  as 
follows,  viz :  [here  insert  the  decree  or  ordei*.]" 

§250.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  when  a  decree 
or  decretal  order  at  the  heairing  is  first  entered  in  a 
cause,  it  is  usual  in  this  part  of  the  decree  or  order,  to 
recite  the  manner  in  which  the  cause  has  been  matured, 
with  the  statement  that  the  cause  has  been  argued  by 
counsel,  &c.''^  Thus,  in  case  there  be  in  the  cause  an 
answer  of  one  defendant,  with  a  replication,  and  as  to 
another  defendant  tfie  bill  has  been  taken  for  confessed, 
exhibits,  and  depositions  being  filed,  the  recital  would  be 
as  follows :  "  This  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  heard 


«  JI.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  664. 

*  The  omission  to  state  on  the  face  of  decree  how  cause  was  matured 
wiU  not  be  error.  Quarri^  y.  Carter^a  represBntnttivw,  4  H.  A  M.  242. 
Bat  where  the  decree  stated  that  '*  a  cause  came  on  to  be  heard  upon  the 
bUI,  answer  and  exhibits/'  and  the  answer  denied  the  statements  of  the 
bill,  the  appellate  court  disregarded  the  depositions  which  had  been  filed, 
(no  mention  having  been  made  of  them  in  the  decree,)  reversed  the  decree, 
and  dismissed  the  bill.    Shumate  v.  i}\mkar,  6  Mnnf.  430. 
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on  the  bill  taken  for  confessed  as  to  the  defendant 
C.  D.,  and  on  the  answer  of  the  defendant  B.  F,,  with 
general  replication  thereto  by  the  plaintiff,  exhibits  and 
examinations  of  witnesses,  and  was  afgued  by  counsel. 
On  consideration  whereof,  the  Cotrt  doth  adjtidge, 
order  and  decree,  &o.'**:— when  the  cause  has  been 
heard  before,  as  follows :  ^'  This  cause  came  on  this  djtkj 
to  be  again  heard  OA  the  paperd  formerly  read^  and  cm, 
&c.  [if  new  bills  or  answers^  replications,  ft^.,  speedy 
them^]  and  was  argued  by  counsiel.  On  consideration 
whereof,  Ac/' 

3.  Otdtfinffpart.^^ 

§251.  The  ordering  or  mandatory  part  of  the  decree 
contains  the  specific  directions  of  the  Court  upon  the 
matter  before  it.  These  directions  must,  it  is  obvious, 
depend  upon  the  nature  of  the  particular  case,  which  is 
the  subject  of  the  decree.^'  It  is  usual,  in  the  English 
Courts,  when  the  decree  is  merely  interlocutoiy,  and 
directs  an  issue  or  a  case  at  law  or  an  inqiiiry  to  be 
made  or  account  to  be  taken  by  a  master,  that  it  should 
contain  a  reservation  of  the  further  inatters  to  be  de- 
cided, and,  generally,  also  a  reservation  of  the  question 
6f  costs  of  the  suit,  till  after  the  event  of  the  issue  or 
case,  or  of  the  enquiry  or  account,  shall  be  known.*^ 
These  reservations  seem  not  to  be  necessary,  and  are 
not' Usually  inserted  either  in  decrees  of  the  United 
States  Circuit  Courts  or  of  the  Virginia  State  Courts. 


I       I    [  I    it. II  .     .11       »ii     ■\'    I  I  r    Vl 


*  See  in  Appendix  to  this  yolume  otli6r  forms  of  recitals  of  decrees  in 
particular  oases. 

13 IL  Dan.  Ch,  Pr.  667. 

14  II.  Dan.  Oh.  Vt.  068.    See  Mo.  140  «•«#. 
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4.  Declaratory  part 

§252.  Where  the  suit  seeks  a  declaration  of  the 
rights  of  the  parties,  the  ordering  part  of  the  decree 
should  be  prefaced  by  such  a  declaration.  This,  how- 
ever, is  not  absolutely  necessary,  and  the  omission  of  it 
mil  not  invalidate  the  decree.^* 

§  253.  Forms  of  decrees  and  decretal  orders  as  used 
in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  and  in  the  Virginia 
State  Courts,  may  be  found  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
volume. 

ENTEEINQ  DECBEES. 

§  254.  In  the  English  Courts,  when  a  final  decree  is 
pronounced  by  the  Court,  the  minutes  of  it  are  taken 
down  by  the  registrar,  and  are  frequently  read  over  by 
him  in  the  presence  of  the  parties  concerned  or  of  their 
counsel  and  solicitors.^^  Subsequently,  the  decree  is 
drawn  up  by  the  registrar,  and  is  passed  and  entered 
up.  Till  this  last  step  is  taken,  the  decree  is  only 
inchoate.^^  But  even  after  this  proceeding,  until  the 
decree  is  enroUed,  it  does  not  strictly  become  a  record 
of  the  Court,  and  is  not  considered  of  a  sufficiently 
permanent  nature  to  entitle  it  in  other  Courts  to  the 
same  attention  that  is  paid  by  one  Court  of  record  to 
the  records  of  other  Courts  of  the  same  nature.^* 

§255.  The  process  of  "enrolling"  is  as  follows: 
the  clerk  in  court  draws  up  the  form  of  the  decree  for 
enrolment,  reciting  therein  all  the  pleadings,  orders  and 
material  proceedings  in  the  cause.     These  being  put 

^■.  M..—   »       .1  >■    I  ■  I  ■  ■     ■■  ■■■III  ■■■■■■■      ■■^MWL.ai      ■  <l    .■■■I    Mil    ■!   IMM  1^.  ■         W  ■■■■■■■■■■  W.J> 

K  n.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  668.        i«  Ibid.        "  Ibid.        w  Ibid.  674. 
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into  the  proper  form,  language  and  order,  are  copied  at 
large  upon  paper,  and  the  paper  upon  which  the  enrol- 
ment is  BO  made  is  called  the  docket.^'  This  docket  is 
then  signed ;  if  the  decree  is  pronounced  by  ihA  Lord 
Chancellor,  the  Lord  Chancellor  alone  signs  it,  if  by  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  or  the  Yice^Chancellor  that  Judge 
first  signs  it,  and  after  that  the  Lord  Chancellor.^^  The 
docket  properly  signed,  the  day  and  year  of  the  signa- 
ture are  written  at  the  foot,  near,  the  signature  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  after  which  the  clerk  in  court  enrolU 
ing  the  decree  engrosses  an  exact  copy  thereof  upon 
parchment  rolls,  and  carefully  examines  them  with  the 
docket,  which,  together  with  the  parchment  rolls,  is 
carried  by  the  clerk  in  court  into  the  record  room  of 
the  Six  Clerks'  OflSce,  and  deposited  with  the  record 
keeper  for  safe  custody.  The  enrolment  is  then  com- 
plete, and  a  decree  thus  enrolled  is  pleadable,  and 
cannot  be  reversed  but  by  appeal  or  by  bill  of 
review.* 

§  256.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  as  well  as  in 
the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  the  manner  of  enter- 
ing of  record  decrees  is  much  simpler  than  that  just 
detailed  as  the  practice  in  England.  The  clerks  of 
these  courts,  being  the  keepers  of  the  records,  enter  in 
order  books  prepared  for  the  purpose,  all  decrees  which 
the  Court  pronounces.  These  are  read  in  the  hearing 
of  the  Court,. and  are  signed  by  the  Judge  pronouncing 


■•  II.  Dan.  Gh.  Fr.  680. 

so  Ibid.  681.  A  caveat  is  ffometimeB  entered  against  the  enrolling  of  a 
decree.  See  the  practice  in  this  regard  folly  set  forth  in  II.  Pan.  Ch.  Pr. 
682,  •*  9eq, 
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thjem^  ov^  if'  t)ie  €ei}ri  be  compoged  of  moroi  tbaa  one 
judjge  ^T  jqdtj^BQ,  by  tt^i  yre^idmg  judge  or  jcustfce.* 

Waigl!^  ^^  QOW  ^BO^BPB  JiMiY  BB  OOBB^QZED. 

§257.  Virginia  State  Courts. -^In*  these  Courts, 
Ij^oagli  deci^eep  be  final  in  tbeir  character,  they  are 
within  the  control  of  the  Court  daring  the  term  at 
lyhich  they  may  ha^ve  been,  pronounced  pr  entered,  and 
dunHgthat  term  they  may  be  set  aside,  or  altered,  or 
amended,  in  such  foirm  and  manner  as  the  Court  shall 
deem^t^;  but  after  ,the  terii^  has  closed,  the  Court  has 
nofurtlyBr  power  dv^  decrees  final  in  their  character, 
l^d  such  then  can^  gnl^  be  altered  on  a.  bill  of  review, 
or  by  an  appeal  to  a  higher  Courtji  unless  such  decrees 
Qome  within  the  operation  of  the  statute  ci|ed  in  the 
following  section. 

§  258.  The  Code  of  Virginia  has  made  provision  for 
t])^  correction  of  errors,  in  qertain  ca^es,  ip  judgmetts 
mi  decrees  by  t^  ,CQurt  which  pr<mopnced  t,hem,  or 
by  a  Jii,dge  thereof  in  vacation.  The  terlna.  of  tto 
Sih^tute  are  8#,ifpilpwsr  .  .     , 

(1.)  "Fo]r  any  clericql.  error^  or  errii^  in  fftct,  for 
fhich  ^,  ju^gpiei^fi 'Or^  d^ree  v^j  be  r^YP^'sed  or  oor- 
re^pjbed  on  wy^t  of  ejror,  ,(5<>ram  ,V;<>f>Vt{>  th^  sajflae.niay  ba 
reversed   or   corrected,    on    motjon    after    r.easopablfi. 


,  •By  ohftjHliMi  pt44« 6.^ C<^<li^x)f  Virrittim  ** thfi  p?o<?ee«Bi|igi  of  ey^ry flOHtt 
shall  be  entered  in  a  book  and  read  ii^  open  court  bythe  olerk  tbereot 
In  a  contty  m  ooi^omtioa  bburty  tbo  minuted  of  such  proceedings  sball  bo 
m$d' wwj  dBif 'IStiQ  court  1^  Uiff^ptS^ifiUi!^  hpf9ife  Hm  aAioxoRmditA,  1^, 
eyerjotber  courts  the  proceedings  of  each  da;^  shall  bo  drawn  up  at  large 
and  read  the  next  day,  except  thoso  of  the  last  day  of  a  term,  which  shaU 
be  drawn  up  and  read  the  same  day.  After  boing  eorreoted  where  neees- 
sary,  the  record  shall  be  signed  by  the  presiding  judge  or  jofftioo.''  The 
Utter  practice  preyails  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts, 

11 
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notice,  bj  the  Court,  or  if  the  judgment  or  decree  be  in 
a  Circuit  Court,  by  the  Judge  thereof  in  TSMsation."  " 

(2.)  *'  No  judgment  or  decree  shall  be  stayed  or  re- 
versed for  the  appearance  of  either  j^arty,*  bei^g  under 
the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  by  attorney,  if  the  verdict 
(where  there  is  one,)  or  the  judgment  or  decree,  ^e  for 
him  and  not  to  his  prejudice ;  or  for  want  of  warrant  of 
attorney ;  or  for  the  want  of  a  similiter^  or  any  mis- 
joining  of  issue ;  or  for  any  infoirmality  in  the  entry  of 
the  judgment  or  decree  by  the  clei'kyOrfor  the  onussion 
of  the  name  of  any  juror,  or  because  it  may  ^ot  appear 
that  the  verdict  was  rendered  by  the  number  of  jurors 
required  T)y"  law,  or  for  any  defect,  imperfeftion  or 
omission  in  the  pleadings,  wtioh  could  not  be  regarded 
on  demiyrrer,  or  for  any  other  defect,  imperfection  or 
omission,  which  might  have  been  take^  advantage  of 
on  a  demurrer  or  answer^  but  was  not  feo  taken  advan- 
ta^e-of::'"  • 

•  (8.)  "No  decree  'shall  be  reversed  for  want  of  a  repli- 
cation to  the  answer,  where  thlB  defendant  has  taken 
depositions'  as  if  there  had  been  a  repiicatipn ;  nor 
shall  a  decree  be  reversed  at  the  in^ance  of  a  party 
who  has  taken  depositions,  for  an  infortnaEty  in  the 
prbceedings,  when  it  bppeard  that  fhere  Was  a  full  and 
fair  hearing  npon  the  saeriti^,  and  that  substantial  jus- 
tice has  been  done,"** 

(.4.)  "  The  Court  in  which  there  is  .a  judgment  by 
default,  or  a  decreie  on  a  Mil  taken  fdr  ccmfiessed,'  or  the 
Judge  of  said  Court  in,  the  vacation  thex:e6f,  may,  on 

motion,  reverse  sueh  judgment  or  deei^e  for  any  error 

• '    •           '       •'•.■. 
■I  III     I      I  1 1 1     I      ■  I  ■  ii  ■     ■  I     III 

21  Code  of  Virginia,  oluii»^181>i«o.l.  .  . 

» Ibid.  seo.  3,1 

83lbid.Bec.4.  • 
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for  which  an  appellate  Court  might  reverse  it,  if  the 
following  section  was  not  enacted,  and  give  such  judg- 
ment or  decree  as  ought  to  be  given.    And  theX!ourt 
in  which  is  rendered  a  judgment  or  decree  in  a  cause 
wherein  there  is  in  a  declaration  or  pleading,  or  in  the 
record  of  the  judgment  or  decree,  any  mistake,  mis- 
calculation, or  misrecital  of  any  name,  sum,  quantity, 
or  time,  when  the  same  is  right  in  any  part  of  the 
record  or  proceedings,  or  when  there  is  any  verdict,, 
report  of    a  commissioner,    bond,   or  other  writing, 
whereby   such    judgment  or  decree    may    be    safely 
amended;   or  in  which  a  judgment  is  rendered  on  a 
forthcoming  bond  for  a  sum  larger  than  by  the  execu- 
tion or  warrant  of  distress  appears  to  be  proper,  or  on 
a  verdict  in  an  action  for  more  damages  than  are  men- 
tioned in  the  declaration;   or  in  the  vacation  of  the 
Court  in  which  any  such  judgment  or  decree  is  ren- 
dered, the  Judge  thereof  may,  on  the  motion  of  any 
party,  amend  such  judgment  or  decree  according  to 
the  truth  and  justice  of  the  case;    or  in  any  such  case 
the  party  obtaining  such  judgment  or  decree  may,  in 
the  same  Court,  at  any  future  term,  by  an  entry  of 
record,  or,  in  the  vacation,  by  a  writing  signed  by  him, 
attested  by  the  clerk  and  filed  among  the  papers  of  the 
cause,  release  a  part  of  the  amount  of  his  judgment  or 
decree ;   and  such  release  shall  have  the  effect  of  an 
amendment,  and  make  the  judgment  or  decree  operate 
only  for  what  is  not  released.     Every  motion  under 
this  chapter,  shall  be  after  reasonable  notice  to  the 
opposite  party,  his  agent  or  attorney,  in  fact  or  at  law, 

and  shall  be  within  five  years  from  the  date  of  the 
judgmentXdecree."  2* 


^  Code  of  YiTgmiai  ohap.  181,  seo.  6. 
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(6.)  "  No  appeal,  writ  of  error,  or  mpersede(My  shall 
be  allowed  by  an  appellate  Court  or  Judge  for  any 
matter  for  which  a  judgment  or  decree  is  liable  to  be 
reversed  or  amended,  on  motion  as  aforesaid,  by  the 
Court  which  rendered  it,  or  the  Judge  thereof,  until 
such  motion  be  made  and  overruled  in  whole  or  in  part. 
And  when  an  appellate  Court  hears  a  case  wherein  an 
appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  has  been  allowed, 
if  it  appear  that,  either  before  or  since  the  same  was 
allowed,  the  judgment  or  decree  has  been  so  amended, 
the  appellate  Court  shall  affirm  the  judgment  or  decree, 
imless  there  be  other  error ;  and  if  it  appear  that  the 
amendment  ought  to  be  and  has  not  been  made,  the 
appellate  Court  may  make  such  amendi3[ient,  and  affirm 
in  like  manner  the  judgment  or  decree,  unless  there  be 
other  error.'*  ^ 

§  259.  United  States  Circuit  Courts.-^Olerionl  mis- 
takes in  decrees  or  decretal  orders,  or  errors  arising 
from  any  accidental  slip  or  omission,  may,  in  the  United 
States  Circuit  Courts,  at  any  time  before  an  actual 
enrolment  thereof,  be  corrected  by  order  of  the  Court 
or  a  Judge' thereof,  upon  petition,  without  the  form  or 
expense  of  a  re-hearing.^ 

§  260.  All  decrees  in  the  Courts  of  the  United  States 
are  deemed  to  be  enrolled  at  the  term  in  which  they 
were  passed.^  After  the  expiration  of  the  term  at 
which  they  are  enrolled,  these  decrees,  if  final,  are  to 
stand  without  alteration  or  amendment,  and  if  an  ap- 
peal thereon  lies  to  the  Supreme  Court,  may. only  be 
set  aside  or  amended  upon  proceeding  by  a  bill  of 

25  Code  of  Yirginia,  chap.  181,  sec.  6. 
»  LXXXV.  Bale  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
27  See  DexUr  v.  Arnold,  5  Mason's  C.  C.  R. 
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review  or  by  an  appeaL  In  causes  in  which  no  appeal 
lies  from  such  decrees,  a  petition  for  a  re-hearing  may, 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Court,  be  admitted  at  any  time 
before  the  end  of  the  i^ext  pd^m  of  the  Court  succeed- 
ing such  enrobnent.'  This  petition  should  contain  the 
special  matt^  or  cause  on  ^fhich  such,  re-hearing  is 
applied  for,  should  be  signed  by  counsel,  and  the  facts 
therein  stated,  if  not  apparent  oa  the  record,  should 
be  verified  by  the  oath  of  the  party  or  by  some  other 
person,?  • 


i, ' 


§  261.  Infant  defendants  ixx  t^e  Virginia  St^'te  Cp.urts 
are  permitted  to  show  cause  Against  any  decree,  withui 
six  ipotiths  after,  attaining  the  age  of  twenty-onq 
years;*  and  in  these  Courts,  when  a  ilecree  or  order  is 
made  in  a  cause,  in  which  there  is  an  unknown  party  or 
other  defendant  who  has  not  been  served  .with  process 
and  did  not  appear  in  the'  case  before  siiph  decrc^e  or 
order,  the  unknown  party  or  other  defendant,,  or  the 
representative  of  any  such^  majjr,  within  five  years  from 
the  date  of  the  decree  or'  drder^  if  he  be  not  setved 
wilt  a  copy  of  such  decree  or  order  more  than  a  year 
before  the  end  of  said  five  years,  and  if  so  s'l^rved,  then 
irithin  one  year  from  the  time  of  such  setvieci,  peti^ioti 
to  have  the  cause  re-heatd,  and  m4y  plead  or  answer* 
and  have  any  injustice  ih  the  proceiedfaigs  aggootea^ 
As  we  have  seen,  in  section  260,  there  are  certain  cased 
in  which  decrees  in  the  Circuit  Courts  bf  the  United 
States  may  be  oorrected  on  petation  fbr  a  re^hearing. 


tt  See  LXXXVUI.  Bnle  Sapreme  Court  U.  8. 

»  Code  «f  YiitlaW  «l»t»*  178,  see:  7.    » lUd.  •kap.  IH,  teo*  U. 
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UKITKD  STATUS  CIRCUIT  CO^&TS. 

§262.  In  previous  chapters,  the  practice  of  these 
Courts  has  been  treated  of,  bat  further  sections  should 
be  devoted  to  the  BOLQte  pa^mito  Mtisld^tation  of  this 
subject. 

.  §  263.  The  rules  are  held  in  these  Courts  on  the  first 
Monday  19  evety  .month,  when  the  clerk  is  required  to 
be  in  attendance  at  his  office  for  th^  purpose  of  re- 
celviiig,  entering,,  entertaining,  and  disposing  of  all 
motions,  orders,  and-  pther  proceedings,  which  are 
grantable  of  course,  and  applied  for  or  had  bj  the 
I>ajrties  or  >heir  solicitors  in  all  (^uses  pending  in 
Equity.^ 

.  §264.  S(ilISf  ansufers  ^.and  other  pleadings  may  be 
filed  at  any  time,  whether  at  rules  or  ot^herwise ;  tixe 
Circuit  Courts,  as  Courtp  of  Equity,  being  deemed 
always  open  fpr  this  purj>ose,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
issuing  iand  returning  mesne  and  ^nal  process  and  com- 
missipn^,  and  for  making  afid  directing  all  interlocutory 
motions,  ordeb,  piles^  and  other  proceedings,  prepara. 
tory  to  the  hearing  of  all  causes  upon  their  merits.' 

§  265.  As  was  stated  in  tibe  92d  section,  the  filing  of 
the  bill  is.  uniformly  the  first  step  taken  in  Equity 

■  '  ■■—.., — ■■—  ■    .     , . ,  ..■■. ... 
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eatH^e^  in  tkese  Cottrts.^  Upon  the  filing  of  the  bill, 
the  clerk  issues  a  subpoena^  commanding  the  defendants 
Aerein  nattied/  bj  a  day  specified,  to  appear  and 
answef  ikebiU;  7hi8  process  should  be  made  return^ 
able  fo  the  next  fuW  daj,  pr  tiie  next*  rule  day  but  one, 
at  the  election  of  the  plaiiUiiff,  occurring  after  twenty 
dl^je  from  the  time- of  the  is$ue  tlber^.^ 

5  266.  ISiis  ^ubpoeiia,  as  well  as  other  process  issuing 
from  tieise  Courts,  is  served  Ky  the  United  States 
Martha!  or  his  deputy,  or  by  some  other  person  spe- 
dally  appointed  by  the  Court  for  that  purpose,  and  not 
otherwise ;  when  isierved  by  a  petdon  spe<Jially  appointed 
for  the  purpose;  an  sffidafit  of  the  sei^ce  is  Necessary.* 

§267-  Subpoenas  iai^y  be  sued  out  separately  for 
each  defendant,  sate  in  the  case  of  husband  and  wif&> 
defendants;  or  a  joint  subpoena  may^be  sued  out 
against  all  the  defendants.^ 

§268.  At  the  bottom  of  the  subpoena  should  be 
placed  a  memorandum  that  the  defendant  is  to  enter 
bis  appearance  in  the  suit  in  the  clerk's  office,  on  or 
before  the  day  at  which  the  writ  is  returnable;  .other- 
Tfise,  the  bill,  may  be  taken  pro  eonfesMO.^  ' 

§269.  Subpoenas  are  Betved  by  a  delivery  of,  a  dopy 
thereof  by  the  officer  serving  the  same  to  tlie  defendant 
personally,  txtm  casie  of  huaband  and  wife,  to  the  hu3<» 
band  persoaaUy,  or  by  leaving  a  co|)y  thereof  at  the 
dwelling  house  or  usual  place  of  abode  of  each  4^ea*« 


'  XL  Bnle  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
« Xn.  Bole  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
s  XV.  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
•  Xn.  B^le  Supreme  Odort  U.  8. 
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danty  with  some  free  white  person  who  if^  ^  mwhfft  <w 
resident  in  the  family,^ 

§270.  Upon  the  return  of  the  8iAiM0na,as  serred 
and  executed  upon  any  defendant,  the  clerk  will  enter 
the  suit  upon  his  docl&et  as  pending  in  tha  CcNOiit^  and 
will  state  th&tiine  of  the  entry..^  •  . 

§  271.  If  the  defendant  has  b«en  sei^v^d  with'ihe  eob- 
poena  twei^ty  days  ji^efore  4he .  rule  day  to  w^qh  it  was 
made  rejtiurnable,  f]ke  i^fboi^d  enter  his  app^r^e  on.^ 
return  day;  if  ^e  ^ijhp^a ,hi|^  i^of  tj^^n ^^eryed.ffli 
him  twerktj  days  befp»e.  tba^  tim^,'  \^  ^ea^flnoe 
shp]^  hO;  ent;j9re4  »t  .the  next  w\q  ifi^f  ^fp^ceediug  t^e. 
rule  4#J  Fben  the  ppQoeffs  is  -.  returnable.^  ]Se  jx^j 
a|^eaf  either  persoi^ally  or  by  his  solicitprs^  and  his 
appearance  will  be  noted  fty  the   clerk  iij  his  order 

book>     ":  . 

§  272.  Unless  the  time  be  enlarge^  for  jgaod  cause 
shown,  by  a  Judge  of  the  Court,  upon  motion  for  the 
purpose^  the  defendant  will  be  required  to  file  his  plea, 
demurrer,  or  answer  to  the  bill,  in  the  clerk's  office,  on 
the  rule  day  next  succeeding:  that  Of  enterin£r  bis  ap- 
pearance;  in  default  whereof  the  plaintiff  may,  at  Us 
election,  enter  an  order  (as  of  course)  in  the  order 
Vojok^  that  the  bill  be  taken  fto  cmf^9iO}  orrthe  plain- 
tifF^  if  ho  requires  any  dispovery  oar  answer  to  isnable 
him  to  obtain  a  proper  decree,  will  be  enlit}ed  to  pro- 
cess fif  attaohme|i^  against  the  defenda^  to  eoopel  aa 
aasirer.H 

7  Xin.  Bole  Supreme  Court  TT.  8.    See  anU^  note  3  to  see.  3. 

8  XVI.  Bnle  Supreme  Court  U.  8.       . 

9  XVn.  Bnle  Supreme  Court  U.  8. 

10  Ibid.  .      . 

11  XVin.  Bule  Supreme  Court  U.  S.    Bee  onle  fee,  %%,  t^  fff .j  en 
**  Prooesa  of  Contempt." 
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§273.  When  the  bill  is  taken  for  confessed,  the 
cause  will  be  proceeded  in  ex  parte^  and  the  matter  of 
the  bill  may  be  decreed  by  the  Court  at  its  next  term, 
if  the  same  can  be  done  without  an  answer  and  is 
proper  to  be  decreed  ;^^  and  after  decree  upon  bill 
taken  for  confessed,  such  decree  will  be  deemed  abso- 
lute unless  the  Court  shall  at  the  same  term  set  it  aside 
or  enlarge  the  time  for  filing  the  answer  upon  cause 
shown  upon  motion  and  affidavit  of  the  defendant.^* 

§  274.  If  the  process  of  attachment  be  resorted  to 
to  compel  an  answer  of  the  defendant,  and  he  be  arrest- 
ed thereunder,  he  will  not  be  discharged  unless  upon 
filing  his  answer  or  otherwise  complying  with  such  order 
as  the  Court  or  a  Judge  thereof  may  direct,  as  to  plead- 
ing to  or  fully  answering  the  bill,  within  a  period  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Court  or  Judge,  and  undertaking  to  speed 
the  cause  ;^^  in  other  cases  when  his  appearance  has  not 
been  compelled  by  process  of  attachment,  he  may  either 
plead,  demur  to,  or  answer  the  bill  at  rules. 

§  275.  Guardians  ad  litem  to  defend  a  suit  may  be 
appointed  by  the  Court  or  a  Judge  thereof,  for  infa,nts 
or  other  persons  who  are  under  guardianship,  or  other- 
wise incapable  to  sue  for  themselves ;  all  infants  and 
other  persons  so  incapable  may  sue  by  their  guardians, 
if  any,  or  by  their  prochein  ami,  subject,  however,  to 
such  orders  ^  the  court  may  direct  for  the  protection 
of  infants  and  other  persons.^ 


»     ■ 


18  XVIII.  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S.  ^3  XIX.  Rule.    This  mo- 

tion will  not  be  granted,  unless  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  plain- 
US  in  the  suit  up  to  that  time,  or  sueh  part  thereof  as  the  Court  shall  deem 
reasonable,  and  unless  the  defendent  shaU  undertake  to  file  his  answer 
within  such  time  as  the  Court  may  direct,  and  submit  to  such  other  terms 
as  the  Court  may  direct,  for  the  purpose  of  speeding  the  cause. 

"  XVnL  Rule  Supreme  Oourt  U.  S.  »  LXXXVIL  Rule. 
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§  276.  A  demurrer  or  plea  is  not  allowed  to  be  filed, 
unless  upon  a  certificate  of  counsel  that  in  his  opinion, 
it  is  well  founded  in  point  of  law,  and  supported  by  the 
affidavit  of  the  defendant^*  that  it  is  not  interposed  for 
delay ;  and,  if  a  plea,  that  it  is  true  in  point  of  fact.^' 
See  preceding  fourth  chapter  as  to  other  matters  con- 
cerning pleas  and  demurrers  in  these  Courts,  and 
Appendix. 

§  277.  Answers  are  put  in  under  oath  or  affirma- 
tion." A  defendant  was  formerly  not  bound  to  answer 
any  statement  or  charge  in  the  bill  unless  specially  and 
particularly  interrogated  thereto,  nor  to  answer  any  in- 
terrogatory in  the  bill  except  such  as  he  was  specially 
required  to  answer ;  and  where  a  defendant  answered 
any  statement  or  charge  in  the  bill,  to  which  he  was 
not  interrogated,  only  by  statitig  his  ignorance  of  the 
matter  so  stated  t)r  charged,  his  answer  was  deemed  im- 
pertinent;^^ but  by  a  subsequent  rule  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  these  provisions  were  re- 
pealed and  it  is  not  now  necessary  to  interrogate  a  de- 
fendant specially  and  particularly  upon  any  statement 
in  the  bill  unless  the  cofaiplainant  desires  to  do  so  to 
obtain  a  discovery.^ 

§  278.  A  defendant  is  at  liberty,  by  answer,  to  de- 
cline answering  any  interrogatory  or  part  ot  an  inter- 
rogatory, from  answering  which  he  might  have  protected 
himself  by  demurrer ;  and  he  will  be  at  liberty  so  to 
decline,  notwithstanding  he  answers  other  parts  of  the 
bill  from  which  he  might  have  protected  himself  by 
demurrer.^^  See  preceding  fourth  chapter  as  to  other 
matters  concerning  answers,  and  Appendix. 

M  XXXL  Bnle  Supreme  Court  U.  8.  n  Ibid. 

IS  See  Bee.  163  ante,  also  XXXIX.  and  XCI.  Rules  Supreme  Oonrt  U.  8. 
M  XL.  Bole.  »  XCII.  Rule.  «  XLIV.  Rule. 
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§279.  As  to  replication  to  answers,  see  188,  184, 
sections,  antCj  also  56th  rule  of  United  States  Supreme 
Court,  found  in  Appendix. 

§280.  As  to  e^tceptions  to  answers,  see  186,  187, 
188, 18^,  190, 191,  sections,  ante,  also,  61st,  62d,  68d, 
64th  and  65th  rules  of  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court,  printed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  volume. 

§  281.  As  to  testimony  in  these  Courts,  see  preceding 
sixth  chapter,  also  Rules  of  United  States  Supreme 
Court,  printed  in  Appendix.  If  depositions  be  taken 
in  the  mode  prescribed  by  the  67th  rule  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court,  the  concluding  interrogatory 
should  be  as  follows  :  '^  Do  you  know,  or  can  you  set 
forth,  any  other  matter  or  thing,  which  may  be  a 
benefit  or  advantage  to  the  parties  at  issue  in  this 
cause,  or  either  of  them,  or  that  is  material  to  the  sub- 
ject of  this  your  examination,  or  the  matters  in  ques- 
tion in  this  <3au8e  ?  If  yea,  set  forth  the  same  fully 
and  at  large  in  your  answer."  See  LXXI.  Rule  of 
United  States  Supreme  Court. 

§28.2.  See  preceding,  seventh  chapter  op  hearing 
and  decree;  also  Rules  of  United.  States  .Supreme 
Court,  printed  in  Appendix.  And  see  next  Book  for 
proceedings  in  these  Courts  subsequent  to  decree. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

APPEALS. 

§283.  If  a  rehearing  of  a  final  decree  may  not  be 
had,  as  we  have  seen,  after  the  expiration  of  the  term 
at  ^hich  it  was  entered,  the  decree  must  stand  Tfithout 
alteration  or  amendment,  unless  set  a^de  or  amended 
npon  proceeding  by  a  bill  of  review  or  by  an  appeak 
Of  bills  of  review  we  shall  treat  in  a  subsequent 
chapter;  this  chapter  will  be  devoted  to  the  considera- 
tion of  appeals.  n 

Appellate  Jurisdiction. 

§284.  United  States  Courts. — Appellate  jurisdic- 
tion in  the  Federal  Courts,  when  final  decrees  have 
been  rendered  by  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  is 
vested  in  the  United  States  Supreme  Court.  That 
court  may  entertain  jurisdiction  in  the  appellate  form 
in  all  cases  arising  under  the  constitution,  laws  and 
treaties  of  the  Union.  In  suits  in  equity,  where  the 
matter  in  dispute,  exclusive  of  costs,  exceeds  the  sum 

12 
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of  two  thousand  dollars,  appeals  may  be  taken  to  that 
court  from  all  final  decrees  rendered  by.  the  United 
States  Circuit  Courts;^  So,  in  all  causes  affepting 
patents  or  copyrights  appeals  are  given  to  tHe  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  tJnitied  States  from  (tensions  in  the 
Circuit  Court.^    An  appeal  also  lies  to  the  Supreme 

Court  of  the  United  States  from  a  final  decree  of  the 

f 

highest  Court  of  Jlqiiity  of .  a.  State  in  which  a  decision 
in  the  suit  could  be  b^d,  'whea  f n  Such  suit  is  drawn  in 
question  the  Validity  of  a ''treaty  or  statute  of,  or  an 
authority  exercised  under,  tH&  Fn;ted  States,  and  the 
decision  is  against  their  validity;  or  wheti,  in  such,  suit, 
is  drawn  in  question  th^yaKdlty  of  a  statute  of;  or  an 
authority  exercised  under,  apy  State,  on  the  ground  of 
their  being  reg.tignant  tO' the.  Constitution,  treatijes  or 
laws  of  the  UiSHied;  $tatesy  lind.  the  decision  is  in  favor 
of  aucb  their  y^idit^' ;  or  when,  .in  such  suit,  is.  drawn 
in  qu^l^efiit  thei  consttttctiozi  of  any  clauBe  of  the  Con- 
«tituti[Q£i^:;or  bf/a  treaty  or.  statute,  of,  or' commission 
lield  »n^,  ^Jhe  United  States,  and. the  decision  is 
a^t»»^^e  title,  right,,  ^rilege  or  exemption,  spte- 
ciajly  set  up'  or  claimed  by  either  party,  under  siach 
clause  .of  th<3   sq-id    constitution^    treaty,-  ^tatitte,,'  or 


commission.^ 


.§;286.  .Virgii^ia:  State  Courts.— Appellate  jurisdic- 
tion iii .  exercised,  in  Virginia  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 

•  ,  •  •  ,  •         •     • 

Appeals,. by  Special -Courts  of  Apjjeals,  by  the  District 
Cotdrta,  by  the  Circuit-  Courts,  and  by  .the  County  or 


>  Acts  of  Congreas,  ia03,  chap,  93,  see.  2;  Stoi7'g  Laws  U.  Si,  toI.  II. 
p.  905.  •  -  .     .'  • 

«  Aeta  of  18W,  chap.  143  J  Story's  Lbwb.U.'S  ;  vol.  III.  p.  1719. 

'  •  »:Aote  Of  im,  ekap.  JO,  see.  26;  Sto^i  Laws  U.  S.,  vel  I.  p.  ftL 
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Coirporati(»ii  Courts,  Of  the  l^st  named,  it  is  onneces- 
sary  to  say  more  than  this: — -thej  eatertain  appeals 
from  all-  decisions  of  single  magistrates ;  and  from  de- 
eiiuons  wiich  tb»y  pronounce  on  such  appeals  there 
i0  fib  appeal  to  a  higher  tribunal.^ 

'%i9>^.  Supreme  Court  of  Appedh.-^lij  the  11th 
section  of  the  sixth  ^  article  of  the  Constitution  of  Vir- 
ginia it  is  declared  that  this  Court  "shall  have 
appellate  jurisdiction  only,  except  in  cases  of  habeas 
corpus,  mandamus,  and  prohibition.  It  shall  not  have 
jurisdiction  in  civil  causes  where  the  matter  in  contro- 
versy, exclusive  of  costs,  is  les^  in  value  or  amount 
than  five  hundred  dollars,  except]  in  controversies  con- 
cerning the  title  or  boundaries  of  land,  the  probat 
of  a  will,  the  appointment  or  qualification  of  a  per- 
sonal representative,  guardian,  committee  or.  curator ; 
or  concerning  a  mill,  road,  way,  ferry  or  landing, 
or  the  right  of  a  corporation  or  of  a  county  to  levy 
foils  or  taxes;  and  except  in  cases  <>f  habeas  corpus, 
mandamus^  and' prohibition,  and  cases  involving  free-, 
dom  or  the  constitutionality  of  a  law.*' 

By  "the  8th  section  of  chapter  61,  Session  Ac^s  of 
1852,  *"  Every '  appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas 
allowed  to  or  fr6m  a^  judgment,  decree  or.ord^r  of  a 
Circuit  Court  in  a  controversy  concerning  the  right  of 
a* corporation  or  of  a  county.to  levy  tolls  or  taxes,  or  in 
a  case  involving  freedom  or  the  constitutionality  of 
a  law,  'sh?tll  be  •  doclJeted  in  the  Siiprefiae-  Court  of 
Appeals."  .      ••  •..■'••• 


4.Ccid6  9f  ViTglii%  q\\bt^,  U2,  ji.««..  3.    ^ewion  Acti^  18$^  ipliap.  .^1, 

leiftion  S.       .       • 
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By  the  9th  section  of  same  chapter,  "  When  there  is 
a  petition  for  an  appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  to 
or  from  a  judgment,  decree  or  order  of  a  Circuit  Court 
in  a  case  of  mandamus,  prohibition  or  -  habeas  corpus, 
or  in  a  controversy  concerning  the  title  or  boundaries 
of  land,  or  concerning  the  probat  of  a  will,  or  concern- 
ing a  mill,  road,  way,  ferry  or  landing,  or  concerning 
the  appointment  or  qualification  of  a  personal  represen- 
tative, guardian,  committee  or  curator,  or  in  any  civil 
cause  where  the  matter  in  controversy,  exclusive  of 
costs,  is  not  less  in  value  or  amount  than  five  hundred 
dollars,  and  not  embraced  by  the  sixth  uid  eighth  sec- 
tions of  this  act,  the  counsel  or  attorney  to  certify  as 
to  the  propriety  of  reviewing  the  decision,  may  be 
counsel  or  attorney  either  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Appeals  or  a  District  Court,  and  the  petition  may  be 
presented  to  a  Judge  of  a  District  Court,  or  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Appeals,  or  a  Judge  thereof." 

By  the  10th  section  of  same  chapter,  ^'  If  on  a  peti- 
tion in  any  case  mentioned  in  the  preceding  section, 
the  appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  be  allowed  by 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeals  in  term,  the  same  shall 
be  docketed  in  said  Court.  And  if  on  a  petition  in  any 
such  case,  the  appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  be 
allowed  by  a  Judge  of  said  Court  or  of  a  District 
Court,  the  same  shall  be  docketed  also  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Appeals,  unless  the  appellant  or  plaintiff  in 
error  ask  it  to  be  docketed  in  a  District  Court,  in 
which  case  it  may,  by  order  of  said  Judge,  be  docketed 
in  the  District  Court  for  the  district  constituted  in  part 
of  the  circuit  wherein  the  judgment,  decree  or  order 
was  made  or  rendered.  But  any  case  docketed  under 
this  section  in  a  District  Cour^  shall,  on  the  Application 
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of  an  appellee  or  defendant  in  error  to  ench  Court  or  a 
Judge  thereof,  be  transferred  by  order  of  such  Court 
or  Judge  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeals,  provided 
sach  application  be  made  within  ninety  days  after  the 
summons  on  the  appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  is 
returned  executed  on  such  appellee  or  defendant  in 
error,  and  provided  the  application  be  also  made  before 
the  appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  is  heard  in]  the 
District  Court." 

By  the  llt]^  section  of  the  same  chapter,  "  By  con- 
sent of  the  parties  or  their  counsel,  a  pending  cause 
may  be  transferred  from  a  District  Court  to  another 
Di^riot  Court,  or  from  the  Supreme  Court  oif  Appeals 
to  a  District  Court,  or  from  a  District  Court  to  the  said 
Supreme  Court,  except  that  there  shall  not  be  tra;ns- 
ferred  to  the  said  Supreme  Court  any  cause  of  which  it 
cajmot  have  jurisdiction  consistently  with  the  eleventh 
section  of  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution.'*  ■ 

By  the  13th  section  of  same  chapter,  "Every  appeal, 
writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  allowed  to  or  from  a  judg- 
ment, decree  or  order  of  a  District  Court,  shall  be 
docketed  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeals.^*  But  it  is 
provided  by  the  next  preceding  section,  that  "No 
appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  shall  be  allowed  to 
or  from  a  judgment,  decree  or  order  of  a  District  Court 
unless  sucli  judgment,  decree  or  order  be  in  a  case  of 
habeas  corpus,  mandamus  or  prohibition,  wherein  said 
Court  has  exercised  original  jurisdiction." 

§  287.  Special  Court  of  Appeals. — This  Court  is 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  trying  cases  remaining  on 
the  docket  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  when  the  judges 
ceased  to  hold  their  oflBices  under  the  late  Constitution, 
and  to  try  cases  in  respect  to  which  a  majority  of  the 
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Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  may  be  so  situated  as 
to  make  it  hnpropel*  for  ttem  to  sit  on  tKe  liearing 
thereof.  See  17th  chapter  of  Session  Acts  of  1853-4, 
for  provisions  of  statute  concerning  this  Court. 

§288.  JOtBlrict  Cfei^rte.— These  courts  exercise  appel- 
late  jurisdiction  alone,  save  in  the .  cases  of  hdbeiSLS 
corpus,  mctndamus  find  prohihitioh,  wheb.  ttey  ha»ve 
original  jiirisdidtioh  also;  *  '     '• .        * 

By  the  .6th  section  of  chapter  61,  Session  Acts, 
1852,  "  T?Tien  an  appeal,  writ  of  error*  or.  supersedeas  is 
hereafter  allowed  to  or  from',  a  judgment,  decree  or 
ordei*  of  a  Circuit  Court  in  a  civil'  caiisel  of  ivhioh  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Appeails  is  prohibited  from  havmg 
jurisdiction  by.the.'elevQijth'  section  of  the  sixth  article 
of  the  Constitution,  suchi  appeal,  writ  of  error  or  super-; 
sedeas  shall  be  docketed  iii  the  District  Gotir't'  for  the 
district  constituted  in  part,  of  th«  circuit  wherein,  the 
judirmefnt^  decree  or  order  was  made   or*  rendered." 

See  286th  section  dRTi^.  *  * 

»   •     ,  '      ■        .  -,  .    •  .      .  * 

•.•*•••  ••.    •..'.'••«.'. ^     •.  •  •  . 

.§289.  Circuit  Qdurt8.-r-Th.fd8e.  courts  exercise  appel- 
late  jurisdiction,  when  there  is  an  appeal  from  a  judg- 
mentj,  deoree  or  6rd,er  ojT  a  County  or  Corporation  Court, 
in  a.  cause  in  which  th^  Circuit  Cbiirt  miffht  tiave.  exer- 
cised  original  jurisdiction,  and  when.it  is  not  to  ii.  judg- 
ment, of  a  County  or  Corporation  Court  which  is. ten- 
d.erf d  on  aji  appeal  froip  a  judgment  of  a.  justice.* 

§290.  These  seyipral  Virgiziia  State  ..Cpurts  exercise 
appellate:  Jurisdiction  as  follows :  from  decrees  or  orders 

pronounced  by  the  CdUnty  or  Corporation  Courts,  ap-. 

>  , »  .  •  • ' "  » .  ** . 

peals  should  bo  taken  to  the  Circuit  Courts^  and' from 
decrees  or   ordiers   pronounced  by  the  Circuit  Coui-ts 

'      ■  ■  ' '■ '■ 1 ■ —r-, • : : . 

5  See  Se8^.  Acts,  1852,  c^ftp,  61,  sec,  $,  'an4  Codfi  of  Ta.,  obap.  132,  see.  3. 
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i^peals  may  be  taken  either  to  the  Supreihe  Ooiirt  of 
Appea.Is  or  to  the  District  Courts;  save  in  cases  in 
which  these. courts  respectively  haye  not  jurisdiction, 
when  such  ap|)eals  l^ust  be  taken  to  that  court  having 
jurisdicliotx  in  the  case,  (see  section  286^  ante;)  from 
decrees. or- orders  bythe  District  Courts,  vrhen  pro- 
houKkced  in  a  pase  of  habeas  corpus^  mandarmu  or 
prqhibitiMy  in  fi,f^eti  lies  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Appealij,  in  other.^ases  Sin  appeal  cannot  be  taken.^ 

How  dppeal  obtainedy.  an^  proeeedmg9  on,  i^ppeals. 

'  §  391.  XJNiTEn  States;  Cqurts.— rFrbm  finq^l  decrees 
.pronounced  by  the  United  States.  Circuit  Courts,  an 
appeal  may  be  taken  as. of  rights. to  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  .States  in  the  cases  in  which  that 'Court 
may  entertain' .  appellate  Juriadictian';^  the  pirciu.1> 
CourtB;^  howeyfer,  {►rescyibe.tb^  peijalty  of  the,  bond 
which  th<^  party  lippealing  is.  to  execute.*  .  Five  years 
iA  the  limit  prescribed  by  Act  of  Gongvess  -in  which 
appeals  may  be  taken  frotn  decrees  pronomiced  by 
these  courts,  wilih  a  reservation  jctf  the  like  period  to 
inf&nter,  femes  covert,  persons  ^non,  compos  menttM,  or» 
imprisolmd,  after  .their,  disability  has  been  remo.ved.^ 
rt  is  Jeeified  unnecessary. We  to  speak -fmrther  i^f  the 
'praotice  on  ii^ppeals  from  decrees  of  the  United  Biatel» 

Cireuit  Courts^  '•'... 

" .  ■      .      ■     '  '  '  ,1       '  •    ' 

'  1392..  YuiGjNiA  StATB'  ObtmTS.-^In  these  Courts, 
save  in  special  eases  provided .  by  statute,'  (see  Code  of 
Virginia,  chi&p4l82,  sec.  1,)  appeals  may  not  be  taken 
as  a  mattfer  of 'right  from  decrees,  or  orciers; 'and,  on 


I  ^■^       lA^i^^^H^i^ypi^^p^^ 


«  fi«88;  Acts,  1863,  «hApr.  61,  tee.  IS.  .  'r  Be«  284  sooilODy  anf, 

silelt  of  OoBgress,. 1789,,  obap. '20,  866.21.    ' 

*  Thii  bond  is  oonditioned  for  th6  payment  of  all  1688  and  damage 
which  any  pkrty  may  sustain  hj  reason  of  the  appeal. 
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the  Other  hand,  the  right  of  appeal  is  not  restricted  to 
final  decrees,  as  in  the  United  States  Courts. 

§293.  To  procure  an  appeal  in   ordinary  cases,  a 
party  must  present  his  petition  to  the  appellate  court 
or  a  judge  thereof,  with  the  transcript  of  the  record,  or 
so.  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  the  court 
or  judge  to  determine  the  matter  properly^  and  in  order 
that  he  may  not  meanwhile  be  injured  or.  put  to  in- 
convenience by  the  attempt  of  the  opposite  party  to 
enforce  the  decree  or  order,  before  the  transcript  has 
been  prepared  and  the  petition  is  presented,  the  Vir- 
ginia statute  has  provided,  that  ^*'  if  a  party  desire  to 
present  a  petition  for  an  appeal,  at  his  instance,  the 
court  in  which  the  decree  or  order  is,  during  the  term 
at  which  it  i^  re;ndered  or  made,  or  if  it  be  in  a  Circuit 
Court,  any  circuit  judge  may,  within  sixty  days  after 
such  term  is  ended,  make  an  order  suspending  the  exe^ 
cntion  of  such  decree  or  order,  (for  a  reasonable  time 
to  be  specified  in  such  order)  j'^  the  party,  however, 
making  this  motion,  will  be  required  to  give  bond 
before  the  clerk  of  s«id  court  in  such,  penalty  as  the 
oourt  or  judge  may  require,  with  a  condition  recitiDg 
such  decree  or  order,  and  his  intention  to  present  such 
petition^  and  providing  for  the  payment  of  all  such, 
damages  as  any  person  maty]  sustain  by  reason  of  the 
said  suspension,  in  cas^  a  supersedeas  to  such  decree^  or 
order  should  not  be  allowed,  and  be  effectual  within  the 
time  specified.* 

9  See  Code  of  Yirginia,  chap.  182,  sec.  4.  Bj  Sees.  Acts,  1852,  ohap. 
62,  8eo.  1.  **  In  a  oaae  in  which  it  is  lawful  to  present  a  petition  for  an. 
appeal  from  a  writ  of  error  or  flupersedeas  to  a  judgment,  decree  or,  order 
of  a  Bistriet  Court,  the  laid  Court,  or  a  Judge  of  a  piftriot  Courty  jbob.'j 
make  such  suspending  order  as  a  Circuit  Oourt  or  Judge  might  make  if 
the  judgment,  decree  or  order  were  in  a  Circuit  Court" 
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§  294.  When  petition  may  he  presented. — A  party 
to  any  suit  in  equity,  wherein  there  is  a  decree  or  order 
dissolring  an  injunction  or  requiring  money  to  be  paid, 
or  the  possession  or  title  of  property  to  be  changed,  or 
adjudicating  the  principles  of  the  cause,  or  a  party  to 
any  case  wherein  there  is  a  final  decree  or  order,  may 
present  a  petition  for  an  appeal  from  the  decree  or 
order,^^  save  in  these  cases :  1,  where  it  is  an  appeal 
from  a  judgment  of  a  County  or  Corporation  Court, 
rendered  on  an  appeal  from  a  judgment  of  a  justice ; 
2,  when  the  appeal  is  from  a  decree  or  order  of  a  court 
other  than  a  County  or  Corporation  Court,  and  the 
matter  in  controversy  is  less  in  value  and  amount  than 
one'*'  hundred  dollars,  excli^sive  of  costs,  and  there  be 
not  drawn  in  question  a  freehold  or  franchise,  or  the 
title  or  bounds  of  land,  or  some  matter  not  merely 
pecuniary ;  and,  3,  when  the  appeal  is  from  a  final  de- 
cree or  order  (whether  the  commonwealth  be  a  party  or 
not)  which  has  been  rendered  more  than  five  years 
before  the  petition  is  presented." 

§  295.  Matter  and  form  of  petition.— The  petition 
should  set  forth  the  errors  or  grievances  complained  of 
in  the  decrefe  or  order  from  which  the  appeal  is  taken. 
The  statute  requires  that  it  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
transcript  of  the  record  of  so  much  of  the  case  wherein 
the  decree  or  order  is,  as  will  enable  the  court  or  judge 
to  whom  the  petition  is  to  be  presented  properly  to 
decide  on  the  petition,  and  enable  the  court,  if  the 

10  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  182,  seo.  2. 

•  See  Code  of  Virginia,  ohap.  182,  seo.  5,  and  Sess.  Acts,  1852,  chap.  61, 
sec.  5. 

11  See  ibid. 
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petition  be  granted,  properly  to  decide  tlie  (]i^€|stiQnB 
that  may  arise  before  it;^^  and,it  is  further  pip vided. by 
statute  that  the.  petition  shall  not  be  |>resented' until 
some  counsel  or  attorney  of  the  appellat.e  court ;  shall 
certify  that,  in  his  opinion  it  is  proper  that  the  depsion 

•      *  ■ 

should  be  reviewed  by  Buch  court.^^ 

§  296.  The  petition  usually  contains  a  brief  synopsa 
of  the  fikcts  of  the  case,  and  points  out  the'  supposed 
errora  or  grieviBaices  in  the  decree  or  order  of  the  court. 
The  following  is  tliQ  foim  of  '9k  petition  pre&ented 
to  the.  C(ttlLrt  of  Appeab :   •    :• 

*  *  *  ,     ^  *•  •        • 

To  the  ffpnordbU  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  AppeaU^ 

• 

The  petition  of  W.  N.  humbly  showeth,  that  in  a 
suit  in  Ohaneery,  pending  in  the  Circuit  Court  f6r  tli« 
county  of  W.,  in  which  the. executors. of  Ti  R.  deceased, 
are  plaintiffs,  and  your  petitioner,  with  others,  are  de- 
fendants, two  interlocutory  decrees  have  been  pro^ 
nounced,  the  first  on  the  16th  of  April,  18 — ,  aflhrming 
the  plaintiff's  title  to  recovei*  of  your  petitioner  a  large 
sum  of  money  and  directing  an  account  of  the  amount.; 
the  second  on  the  14th  of  October,  18 — ,  affirming  the 
plaintiff's  title  to  reoo^r  of  your.jpefitioner  the  sum. of 
i^8096  63,  with  interest  on  part  thereof^  and  appoint- 
ing comn^issioii'ers.  to  sell  for  the  payment  .thereof  a 
certain  tract  of  laiid  in  the  proceedings  mentiohefi ";  as 
win  more  fully  appear  by  re^rence  to  the  transcript  of 
the  record -herewith  l^ubmitted J 

The  -following  is  the  outline  of  the.  case  in  whidh 
these  decrees  haire  bjeen  rendered :  :  .  . , 

Tn  thfe  year  18—^,  a  few  months'  after  ypur'  petitioner 
had  attained  hi^  full  age,  (he  -bei^g '  twenty-one  yearia 
old  on  the  4th  December,. 18 — ,)  and  immediately  after 

he  had  returned. from,  college^  when  he  was  entirely  in- 

•  '.        . .     '     *-  ■  •.      •    .   • 

-: ^s : ; i — : 1 : : , rr—. 

.  •        '  *  ••  .■*• 

»2  See  Co4«  of  Virginia,  chap.  182^8©?. 6.        •     •  •    . 

•  ■  '  *  •  * 

»a  Ibid.  see.  8.         -  '      -        • 
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experienced  ;in  the  business  affairs  of  the  world,  he  was" 
induced  by'the  said  T.  R.  to  enter  into  a  contract  with 
him  fot  the  purchase  of  a  tract  of  between  800  and  900 
acres  of  land  ih  the  county-  of .' W.,  called  Gabin  Point, 
at  tW  price'  of  $15  per  acre,  amounting  in  ,the  whole  to 
the  sum -of  $13,046  63,  to  b6  jpaid  for  in  the  following 
manner,  viz:  $2,500  part  thereof  to  be  paid  in  cash  in 
the  course  of  a  short  time,  to  meet  debtedue  from  the 
said  R.,  and  the . balanice  of  the  purchase  money,  viz: 
1$10,546  53  to  be  paid  shortly  after  the  said  T.  R. 
should  be  married,  if  that  eveiit  should  ever  happen, 
and  in  the  meantime  during  the  life  of  the  said  T.  R., 
or  until  he  should  be  married,  your  petitioner  was  to 
.  pay  him  an   annuity  equal  to   the  interest  upon  the 
balance  of  the  purchase  money,  viz:   an   annuity  of 
$632  79.     R.' accordingly  executed  a  deed  to  your  pe- 
titioner for  the  land,  bearing  date  the  29th  October, 
18—^  w^hich  is  the  defendant's  exhibit  "A,''  p.  67  of 
the  •recoi'd;  and  on.  the  11th  November,  18 — ,  your 
petitioner  executed  a  deed  of  trust  conveying  the  land 
to  W.'F.  T.  and  R.  M.,  to  secure  the  payment  of  the 
aforesaid  annuity  of  $632  79,  and  of  the  balance  of 
the'  purchase  money  aforesaid,  which  seems  to  be  set 
down  by  mistake  in  that  deed  as  $10,556  53,  instead 
of  $10,54r6  53 ;  a  copy  of  which  deed  is  exhibited  with 
the  plaintiff's  bill,  and  is  found  'at  p.  3  of  fhe.  record. 
Before  the  date  of  this  deed  your  petitioner  had  miade 
the  cash  payment  of  $2,500  to  meet  the  debts  of  the 
said  R. 

The  nominal  price  x>f  $  13,046  53  was  at  least  double 
the  fair  value  of  the  land  in  the  market,  which  would 
have  been  dearly  purchased  at  the  price  of  $7,000,  or 
at  the  pricie  of  $  2,500,  which  your  petitioner  paid  in 
cash,  and  the  annuity  of  $632  79,  which  he  bound 
himself,  if  he  had  not  bound  himself  to  pay  any  thing 
further  upon  the  marriage  of  the  said  R. ;  for  the  land 
was  not  worth  more  than  $  7,000  at  the  utmost,  and 
•was  not  worth  more  than  an  annual  rent  of  $250. 
I*or  the  value  of  the  land,  see  the  depositions  of  Dr. 
-R,  M.,  p.  46,  and  J.  J.,  p.  50. 
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Your  petitioner,  in  his  inexperience,  was  induced  to 
enter  into  the  contract,  such  as  it  is,  by  the  artifice  and 
fraud  of  the  said  T.  R.  At  the  time  of  thia  contract 
the  said  R.  was  an  old  bachelor  of  the  age  of  about  50 
years.  He  was  in  good  health,  having  the  prospect  of 
a  long  life  before  him ;  was  of  a  proud  and  aristocratic 
disposition,  much  addicted  to  literature ;  was  a  distant 
relative  of  your  petitioner,  had  lived  in  the  family  of 
your  petitioner's  father,  professed  much  attachment  to 
his  children  and  a  disposition  to  make  them  heirs  of 
whatever  property  he  might  leave ;  said  he  had  been 
disappointed  in  love,  that  the  only  woman  in  the  world 
that  he  would  consent  to  marry  had  discarded  him,  and 
that  he  never  intended  to  marry,  though  he  did  not 
wish  to  hold  out  to  the  world  the  idea  that  he  did  not 
so  intend  to  marry.  In  the  coursf^  of  the  negotiation 
for  this  property,  which  your  petitioner  was  reluctant 
to  purchase,  and  for  which  he  certainly  would  not  have 
agreed  to  give  the  price  of  upwards  of  $13,000,  the 
said  R.  over  and  over  again  pressed  upon  him  the  ad- 
vantageous character  of  the  purchase,  for  which  he  said 
your  petitioner  would  have  to  pay  no  more  than  the 
$2,500  advanced  and  the  annuity,  assured  your  peti- 
tioner that  he  never  meant  to  marry,  and  that  the  pro- 
vision for  further  payment  in  case  of  marriage  was 
merely  intended  to  save  appearances,  wob  worth  no- 
thing^ was  a  mere  nullity ;  and  by  these  declarations, 
in  which  your  petitioner  was  so  credulous  as  to  confide, 
he  was  ultimately  induced  to  agree  to  the  contract  as  ■ 
aforesaid.  For  these  facts,  your  petitioner  refers  to 
the  first  deposition  of  Dr.  M,,  p.  46,  his  second  depo- 
sition, p.  73,  and  the  deposition  of  J.  T.,  p.  71. 

But  that  these  declarations  of  R.  that*  he  never  in- 
tended to  marry  were  fraudulen<;ly  made,  is  rendered 
probable  by  the  reputed  courtships  of  the  said  R. 
shortly  after,  the  contract  aforesaid;  as  proved  by  the 
first  deposition  of  Dr.  M.  and  the  deposition  of  J.  T. 

He,  however,  lived  unmarried  for  many  years  after 
the  contract,  and  continued  to  receive  his  annuities, 
and  more  than  the  whole  amount  of  his  annuities,  up  to 
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the  year  18 — >,  Before  that  time  he  had  become  ex- 
tremely infirm  in  health  and  a  pauper^  supported  at  the 
expense  of  the  overseers  of  the  poor ;  having  exhausted 
all  the  annuities  which  had  fallen  due  to  him  from  your 
petitioner  and  become  considerably  indebted  to  him 
beyond.  He  had  lost  all  hope  of  ever  being  able  to 
induce  any  decent  woman  to  marry  him,  and  had  re- 
solved to  marry  any  one,  even  the  most  abandoned,  in 
order  to  compel  your  petitioner  to  pay  him  the  money 
which  by  the  contract  had  been  made  payable  in  the 
event  of  his  lawful  marriage.  To  prove  that  he  in- 
tended to  marry,  not  for  the  sake  of  the  marriage,  but 
for  the  sake  of  getting  money  from  your  petitioner,  see 
the  deposition  of  B.  J.,  p.  54-5,  and  the  deposition  of 
the  plaintiff's  witness,  W.  Y.  S.,  p.  39,  to  whom  .T«  R^ 
declared  that  for  this  puirpose  fjMkrry  he  would^  at  all 
events;  even  a  negro. 

He  had  becoitie  very  wretched,  and  while  he  lived  at 
W.  Courthouse,  had  attempted  suicide.  He  was  then 
removed  to  be  boarded  in  a  private  family,  where  he 
had  a  severe  attack  of  apoplexy,  which  terminated  in 
great  debility,  perhaps  paralysis.  He  was  then  re- 
moved to  board  at  the  house  of  the  aforesaid  B.  J.^ 
where,  in  the  month  of  June,  in  the  year  18 — ,  he  had 
a  second,  fit,  which  tenninated  in  a  complete  paralysis 
of  one  side  of  the  body,  affecting  hia  speech  very  much 
aiid  leaving  him  utterly  impotent  of  body  and  very 
seriously  affected  in  his  mind.  It  was  in  this  state  of 
things  ^at  he  declared  to  the  said  J.  his  determination 
to  warrjT  any  discreet  girl,  however  poor  she  W4i9)  Vi 
Offdeir  that  he  mght  get  his  monev. 

Thi9  del^ermioatio^  seeivs  to  have  b^^qie  ^owq  in 
the  neighborhood,  mi  shortly  afterward^  a  poor  ^rl, 
named  E.  C,  came  to  the  hoiiise  where  he  wa9>  desured 
to  he  presejited  to  him,  and  offered  herself  to  him  in 
wurriiisge.  WhiB$a  she  asked  him  if  he  eitill  wished  te 
mwj  eny  one,  h^  answered,  **  Oh  no~he  was  too  far 
goae-^here  w^re  none  that  would  have  him  at  that 
time/'  She  aisure^  him  that  she  would  marry  Im^; 
and  so  the  interview  termimited,  without  any  otheir 

i«os^twc«  i»  m^tiiim  of  ib»  iMrofovitim*   Sbe  Mrsw 
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M.  J.'s  deposition,  p.  59.  On  the  next  day  her  friends 
came  to  him,  obtained  from  him  some  authority  to  issue 
the  marriage  license,  which  was  obtained  accordingly  on 
a  bond  executed  by  one  W.  H.  H.,  acting  as  attorney 
in  fact  for  R.,  and  by  the  same  H.  as  the  surety  in  the 
bond,  bearing  date  the  21st  August,  1838,  p.  46.  The 
day  afterwards  the  young  woman  came,  and  in  the  pre- 
sence of  several  persons,  R.  being  held  up  by  the  assist- 
ance of  two  men,  the  marriage  ceremony  was  performed. 

There  is  some  little  variance  in  the  testimony  of  the 
witnesses  concerning  the  circumstances  of  this  cere- 
mony and  the  condition  of  R.  R.  W.  Y.,  a  witness  for 
the  plaintiflFs,  p.  44,  gives  a  favorable  account  of  the 
state  of  R.*s  mind,  thinking  that  he  was  in  his  senses 
and  distinctly  made  the  proper  responses  to  the  minis- 
ter during  the  ceremony.  The  other  witnesses  present 
give  an  account  of  the  deplorable  condition  of  R.  at  the 
time  of  the  ceremony,  of  his  mistaking  another  young 
woman  present  for  the  one  he  was  about  to  marry,  of 
his  listlessness  and  apparent  stupor  on  the  occasion,  his 
making  no  responses  to  the  minister,  and  the  great 
debility  of  his  body. 

In  addition  to  the  testimony  of  B.  J.  and  his  wife 
Margaret  before  referred  to,  pp.  53  and  59,  see  the  depo- 
sitions of  B.  P.  A.,  p.  67,  C.  C.  M.,  p.  58,  S.  J.,  p.  62. 

At  the  time  of  this  marriage,  if  R.  was  in  a  state  of 
mind  which  enabled  him  to  give  a  valid  assent  to  any 
contract,  which  cannot  be  admitted,  he  was  unques- 
tionably in  a  state  of  corporal  impotency  which  per- 
manently disabled  him  from  consummating  the  mar- 
riage. As  to  his  impotency.  Us  incapacity  for  coition, 
see  the  plaintiffs'  witnesses,  W.  Y.  S.,  p.  37,  and  Dr.  P., 
p.  41,  and  defendant's  witnesses,  B.  J.,  p.  63,  C.  C.  M., 
p.  58,  W.  H.,  p.  62,  Dr.  W.,  p'.  66. 

As  to  the  character  of  the  woman  E.  C,  whom  R. 
married,  there  seems  to  be  some  little  difference  of 
opinion,  some  of  the  witnesses  having  heard  nothing 
trnfavorable  of  her ;  but  that  sh^  was  infamous  seems 
BufBciently  proved  by  the  testimony  of  N.  <>.,  p.  62, 
and  R.  R.  H.,  same  page. 

The  day  afiber  the  marriage,  R.  executed  »  power  of 
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aftomey  to  H.,  who  had  acted  as  his  agent  in  procuring 
the  marriage  license,  giving  him  authority  to  collect 
whatever  money  was  due  to  him  from  your  petitioner 
and.  others.     See  the  power,  p.  66. 

He  then  immediately  removed  from  J.*s,  and  died  on 
the  3d  March,  1839,  having  in  the  meantime  made  his 
will,  appointing  the  plaintiffs  his  executors,  giving  them 
his  whole  estate,  except  one  small  legacy,  and  taking 
no  notice  of  his  wife.     See  the  will,  p.  34. 

W.  F.  T.,  one  of  the  trustees  in  the  deed  aforesaid, 
having  died,  and  R.  M.,  the  surviving  trustee,  believing 
that  the  contract  was  fraudulent  and  nothing  was  due 
under  it,  having  refused  to  act  in  carrying  the  deed 
into  effect,  R.'s  executors  brought  this  suit  in  August, 
1840,  claiming  a  balance  of  the  annuities  which  they 
alleged  were  unpaid,  alleging  that  a  lawful  marriage 
had  taken  place  between  B.  and  E.  C,  asking  that  the 
contract  should  be  enforced  and  the  lands  sold  accord- 
ingly. To  this  bill  they  made  defendants,  your  peti- 
tioner, Dr.  M.,  the  surviving  trustee,  and  the  heirs  of 
the  deceased  trustee,  p.  1. 

Your  petitioner  answered  the  bill,  denying  that  any 
thing  remained  due  on  account  of  the  annuities,  alleging 
that  they  had  been  considerably  overpaid,  insisting  upon 
the  fraud  in  the  original  contract  and  the  fraud  in  the 
attempted  marriage,  and  its  utter  nullity,  both  on 
account  of  the  fraud  and  on  account  of  the  imbecility 
of  R.  in  body  and  mind.     (p.  6.) 

The  surviving  trustee,  Dr.  M.,  answered,  assigning  as 
his  reason  for  refusing  to  carry  into  effect  the  deed  of 
trust,  that  he  was  satisfied  that  nothing  was  due  under 
it,  and  that  your  petitioner  had  been  defrauded  by  R. 
(p.  35.) 

The  answer  of  the  infant  heirs  of  W.  F.  T.  is  at  p.  37. 

In  April,  18 — ,  this  cause  was  brought  to  hearing, 
and  the  first  interlocutory  decree  above  mentioned  was 
•pronounced,  aflSrming  the  plq.intiff's  right  to  recover, 
and  directing  an  account,     (p.  68.) 

Under  this  order  the  commissioner  made  a  report, 
which,  not  being  excepted. to,  has  not  been  copied  into 
this  record.     It  appears,  however,  that  the  annuities 
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had  been  oyer{Niidy  as  the  sum  reported  due  waB  less 
than  that  by  which  the  contract  would  have  fallen  due 
upon  the  marriage  of  R. 

In  October,  18 — ,  your  petitioner  was  allowed  to  file 
his  petition  for  a  re-hearing,  which  was  accordingly 
filed,    (p.  69.;) 

The  deposition  of  J.  T.,  and  the  second  deposition  of 
Dr.  M.,  were  taken  upon  that  petition. 

In  October,  18 — ^  the  cause  was  brought  on  for  fur- 
ther hearing,  when  the  petition  for  re-hearing  was  over- 
ruled, the  second  statement  in  the  commissioner's  re- 
port, with  a  slight  correction,  was  confirmed,  and  a 
decree  rendered  against  your  petitioner  for  $8,096  63, 
with  interest  on  $7,6S6  12  from  the  22d  August,  18—, 
to  be  paid  forthwith,  in  failure  whereof  the  land  in  the 
deed  of  trust  mentioned  was  directed  to  be  sold  for 
cash  by  commissioners  appointed  by  the  court,     (p.  74.) 

Tour  petitioner  is  advised  that  this  decree  is  erro- 
neous,-— 

First,  because  the  original  contract  was  fraudulent. 

Secondly,  because  the  alleged  marriage,  even  if  made 
under  circumstances  which  would  have  rendered  it  valid 
between  the  parties,  was  a  fraud  upon  the  cokitrsct 
aforesaid,  and  could  give  no  valid  claim  against  your 
petitioner. 

Thirdly,  because  that  marriage  itself  was  void  in  law 
by  reason  of  the  mental  imbecility  and  the  corporal  im- 
potency  of  R. ;  or  at  the  least,  it  was  not  such  a  lawful 
marriage  as  was  contemplated  by  the  contract.  -He 
therefore  prays  an  appeal  from  tne  decrees  afc^esaid, 
that  a  supersedeas  may  be  awarded  thereto,  that  they 
may  be  reversed  and  annulled,  and  such  other  decree 
rendered  as  may  be  proper. 

W.  N.,  by  ht9  OouThsel. 

We  are  humbly  of  opinion,  that  it  is  proper  that  the 
decrees  above  referred,  to  should  be  reviewed  by  the 
Court  of  Appeals. 

C.  &  G.  N.  J., 
0(mn$el  practising  in  tike  Court  of  Appeals. 


$297.  Whm  tibe  petitioQ  ia  for  an  appeal  from  a 
decree  or  order  of  a  Oonnty  or  Corporation  Oourt,  it 
may  he  pre^nted  to  any  Cironit  Judge  or  to  the  Gir- 
cnit  Oourt  where  the  ease  is  to  he  docketed  if  th^ 
appeal  he  aUowed.^^    In  appeals  from  decirees  or  orders 
of  Gircnit  Courts^  the,  petition  should  he  presented  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Appals,  if  such  decrees  or  orders 
he  pronounced  in  a  coatroversy  conjCerning  the  right  of 
a  corporation  or  of  a  county  to  levy  tolls  or  taxes>  or 
in  a  case  involving  freedom  or  the  constitutionality  of  9k 
lavr  ;^  in  appeals  from  decrees  or  orders  pronounced  in 
causes  over  which  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeals  has 
not  appellate  jurisdiction,  as  m^ationed  in  2$6th  section^ 
ante^  the  petition  shoujd  he  presented  first  to  a  Judge 
of  a  District  Court,  and  if  rejected  h}r  him  may  he  pre- 
sented to  the  District  Court  wherein  the  case  would  he 
docketed  if  the  petition  be  allowed,  or  to  a  Judge  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeals  ;^^  but  from  decrees  or 
orders  of  Circuit  Courts,  if  rendered  in  a  case  of  man- 
damus, prohibition  or  habeas  corpus,  or  in  a  contro- 
versy oencerning  the  title  or  boundaries  of  land,  or 
concerning  the  probat  of  a  mil,  or  concerning  a  mill, 
road,  way,  ferry  or  landing,  or  concerning  the  appoint- 
ment   or    qualification  of  a    personal  representative, 
guardian,  committee  or  curator,  or  in  any  civil  case 
where  the  matter  in  controversy,  exclusive  of  costs,  is 
not  less  in  value  or  amount  than  five  hundred  dollars, 
and  not  embraced  among  those  specially  assigned  to 
the  District  Courts  or  Court  of  Appeals  as  afore-nieti* 
tioned,  the  petition  may  be  presented  either  to  a  Judge 


u  Code  of  Virginia,  ohap.  182,  bm,  12 ;  alio,  see.  ik* 
u  S«M.  Aot0, 1852,  okap.  61,  see.  8.        is  Ibid,  f  oe.  7. 
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of  a  District  Court,  or  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ap- 
peals, or  a  Judge  thereof." 

§298.   WJien  petition  rejected^  when  allowed.— The 
petition  will  be  rejected  when  it  is  for  an  appeal  froib 
an  interlocutory  decree  or  order,  in  a  case  which  the 
Court  or  Judge  to  whom  it  is  presented  deems  it  mo^t 
proper  should  be  proceeded  in  farther  in  the   court 
below  ;^®  in  a  case  wherein  the  court  or  judge  to  whom 
a  petition  is  duly  presented  shall  deem  the   decree 
or  order  plainly  right  and  reject  it  on  this  ground,  if 
the  order  of  rejection  so  state,  and  the  rejection  be  by 
the  court  in  term,  no  other  petition  shall  afterwards  be 
presented  to  the  same  purpose,  except  that  when  the 
rejection  is  by  a  Circuit  Court,  or  a  Judge  of  the  Dis- 
trict Court,^'  the  petition  (or  a  copy  thereof,)  and  the 
order  of  rejection,  with  the  transcript  of  the  record, 
may  be  presented  to  the  District  Courts  wherein  the 
case  would  be  docketed  if  the  petition  be  allowed,  or  to 
a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeals.^ 

§  299.  When  appeal  allowed. — The  Court  or  Judge 
to  whom  a  petition  is  duly  presented,  if  of  opinion  that 
the  decision  complained  of  ought  to  be  reviewed,  may 
allow  an  appeal,  and  may  award  a  supersedeas  to  stay 
proceedings,  either  in  whole  or  in  part.*^ 

§  300.  Where  appeal  docketed. — Appeals  from  deci- 
sions of  the  County  or  Corporation  Courts  should  be 
docketed  in  the  Circuit  Courts  of  such  county  or  corpo- 


17  Ibid.  see.  9. 

18  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  182,  see.  10. 

19  Seas.  Acts,  1852,  chap.  61,  sec.  7. 

ao  Ibid.  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  182,  tee.  10. 
21  Code  of  Virginia,  ohap.  182,  leo.  11. 
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ration;*^  appeals  from  decisions  of  the  Circuit  Courts, 
in  oas^s  in  wHich  Courts  of  Appeals  have  not  jurisdic- 
tion, .should  be  docketed  in  the  District  Courts,  and 
appeals  from  Circuit  Courts,  in  cases  in  which  District 
Courts  have  not  jurisdiction,  should  be  docketed  in  the 
Court  of  Appeals;  and  on  appeal  from  the  decisions  of 
the  Circuit  Courts,  in  cases  in  which  both  the  District 
Courts  and  the  Court  of  Appeals  entertain  jurisdiction, 
will  be  docketed  in  the  Court  of  Appeals,  unless  the 
appellant  ask  that  it  be  docketed  in  a  District  Court, 
when,  by  order  of  the  Judge  awarding  the  appeal,  it 
will  be  docketed  in  the  District  Court  for  the  District, 
constituted  in  part  of  tjhe  circuit  wherein  th«  decree  or 
order  was  made  or  rendered.^  Appeals  from  deciBions 
of  District  Courts  are,  in  the  cases  in  which  such  ap- 
peals are  allowed,  docketed  in  the  Court  of  Appeals. 

§  301.  An  appeal  docketed  in  a  District  Court,  if  in 
a  case  in  which  a  Court  of  Appeals  would  entertain 
jurisdiction,  may,  on  application  to  the  District  •Court 
or  a  Judge  thereof  by  the  appellee,  be  transferred  by 
order  of  such  Court  or  Judge  to  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Appeals :  provided  the  application  be  made  within 
ninety. days  after  the  summons  on  the  appeal  or  the 
supersedeas  is  returned  executed  on  such  appellee,  and 
provided  the  application  be  also  made  before  the  appeal 
is  heard  in  the  District  Court.^ 

§  302.  By  consent  of  the  parties  or  their  counsel,  a 
pending  cause  may  be  transferred  from  one  District 
Court  to  another  District  Court,  or  from  the  Supreme 


ss  Code  of  Virginiay  ehkp.  182,  seo.  12. 

ss  See  sections  9, 10,  chap.  61,  Sess.  Acts,  1S52. 

M  Sess  Acts,  1852,  chap.  61,  sec.  10. 


Court  of  Appeals  to  a  Diatrict  Cou^rti  or  from  9k  IKstriolii 
Cowtt  to  the  said  Supreiae  Court,,  exoept  it  be  a  eamie 
oyer  which  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeals  canoboii  exea^ 
cise  jiurisdiictioii  consistently  with  the  eteTenth  s^etioQ 
of  the  sixth  article  of  the  Coustitution.^ 

§  SOS.  Bmid  of  appeltemtB. — Save  where  an  appeal, 
writ  of  error  or  supersedeas  is  proper  to  protect  the  es* 
tate  of  a  decedent,  convict  or  insane  person,  the  same 
will  not  take  effect  until  bond  is  given  by  the  appellants 
or  petitioners,  or  one  of  them,  or  some  other  person, 
in  a  penalty  to  be  fixed  by  the  court  or  judge  by  or 
in  which  the  appeal,  writ  of  errcH*  or  supersedeas  is 
allowed  or  entered,  with  condition,  if  a  supersedeas  be 
awarded,  to  perform  and  satisfy  the  judgment,  decree 
or  order,  or  the  part  thereof  proceedings  on  which  are 
stayed,  in  case  the  said  judgment,  decree  or  order,  or 
such  part,  be  aSrmied,  or  the  appeal^  writ  of  error,  or 
supersedeas  be  dismissed ;  and  also  to  pay  ail  damages, 
costs  and  fees,  which  may  be  awarded  against  or  in- 
cujrred  by  the  appellants  or  petitioners,  and  if  it  be  an 
appeal  from  an  order  or  decree  dissolving  an  injunction 
or  dismissing  a  bill  of  injunction,  with  a  further  con- 
dition to  indemnify  and  save  harmless  the  surety  in  the 
injunction  bond  against  all  loss  or  damage  in  conse- 
quence of  his  suretyship ;  and  with  condition,  when  no 
supersedeas  is  awarded,  to  pay  such  specific  damages 
and  such  costs  and  fees,  as  may  be  so  awarded  or 
incurred/*^  When  the  appeal  is  allowed  on  petition, 
this  bond  is  taken  by  the  clerk  of  the  appellate  court 
before  process  is  issued  thereupon,  except  where  the 

»  Sen.  Aeti,  1852,  ohap.  tl,  see.  11. 
»  Code  of  VirginiAi  okftp.  182|  seo.  1ft. 
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Court  of  Appeals,  or  the  District  Court,*'  is  the  appel- 
late court,  in  which  event  the  clerk  of  that  conrt  will 
endorse  on  the  summons  or  supersedeas  that  it  is  not  to 
be  effectual  until  such  bond  be  given  before  the  clerk  of 
the  court  beiow,  who  shall  take  the  bond  and  endorse 
on  the  same  process  that  it  has  been  given,  and  the 
names  of  the  sureties  therein.^ 

§  804.  Dismimim  of  «pp«aZ.— Process  will  not  issue 
on  an  appeal  or  supersedeas  allowed  to  or  from  a  final 
decree  or  order,  if,  when  the  record  is  delivered  to  the 
clerk  of  the  appellate  Court,  there  have  elapsed  five 
years  since  the  date  of  the  final  decree  or  order ;  but 
the  appeal  or  supersedeas  will  be  dismissed  whenever  it 
appears  that  five  years  have  elapsed  since  the  said  date 
before  the  record  is  delivered  to  such  clerk,  or  before 
such  bond  is  given  as  is  required  to  be  given  before  the 
appeal  or  supersedeas  takes  effect ;"  and  after  the  dis- 
mission of  an  appeal  or  supersedeas,  no  other  a.ppeal 
or  supersedeas  will  be  allowed  to  or  from  the  same 
decree  or  order." 

§  805.  Printing  of  record$. — ^The  records  on  appeals 
to  the  District  Courts  and  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Appeals  are  required  to  be  jmnted.  See  Sess.  Acts, 
1852,  chap.  62,  sec.  8  and  4. 

§806.  Proceedings  in  appellate  court. — Parol  testi- 
laony  will  not  be  heard  on  an  appeal  or  supersedeas  in 
the  District  Courts  or  in  the  Court  of  Appeals  ;*  but 


■alrtl*iaMMA**«*Mikrt*«*idilM^riiia*« 


tf  S6M.  Aets,  lSb2,  obap.  62,  mo.  2. 

18  Code  «f  Vifgi&ia,  ohftp.  182,  lee.  14. 

» Ibid.  geo.  17.     Tarbrough  and  wi/4  Y.  lUfkaao,  7  Qiftt  874. 

ao  Code  of  Virginia^  chap.  182,  seo.  18. 

ai  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  182,  aeo.  82.   8«m.  Acta,  18»2,  «h^».  52,  mo.  6. 
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on  appeals  from  the  order  of  a  County  or  Corporation 
Court,  in  special  cases,  witnesses  may  be  examined  in 
the  Circuit  Courts.^ 

§307.  In  case  of  death,  marriage  of  a  female,  or 
lunacy,  or  conviction  of  felony  of  party  to,  an  appeal, 
if  such  party  be  an  appellee,  the  appeal  may  be  tevived 
by  scire  facias,  as  in  other  cases  ;^  if  he  be  an  appel- 
lant, on  motion,  without  notice,  the  appeal  may  be  pro- 
ceeded in  in  the  name  of  the  proper  parties,  as  in  other 
cases.^  And,  without  such  scire  facias  or  motion,  if  in 
any  case  of  appeal,  writ  of  error  or  supersedeas,  which 
is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  pending,  there  be  at  any 
time  ijpi  an  appellate  court,  suggested  or  relied  on  in 
abatement,  the  death  of  a  party,  or  s^ny  other  fact, 
which,  if  it  had  occurred  after  verdict  in  an  action, 
would  not  have  prevented  judgment  being  entered,  (as  if 
it  had  not  occurred,)  the  appellate  court  may,  in  its  dis- 
cretion, enter  judgment  or  decree  i^  such  case  as  if  the 
said  fact  had  not  have  occurred.^ 

§  308.  The  appellate  court  will  affirm  the  decree  or 
order,  if  *there  be  no  error  therein^  and  reverse  the 
same,  in  whole  or  in  part,  if  erroneous,  ajnd  enter  such 
decree  or  order  as  the  court  whose  error  is  sought  to  be 
corrected  ought  to  have  entered;  affirming,  in  those 
cases  where  the  voices  on  both  sides  are  equal.^ 

§309.  When  a  decree  is  reversed  or  affirmed  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Appeals,' the  reasons  therefor  should 


32  See  Code  of  Virginia,  ohap.  182,  seo.  22. 

33  See  88,  89  sections,  antej  also  Code  of  Virginiay  ehaf^.  173,  seo.  S. 

34  See  88,  89  seotions,  ante;  also  Code  of  Virginia,  chiq>.  178,  see.  3. 

35  Sess.  Acts,  1853-4,  chap.  18,  seo.  1. 
as  Code  of  Virgiaia,  chap.  182,  aec.  23. 
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be  stated  in  writing,  and  preserved  with  the  record  of 
the  case.*^ 

§  310.  T^hen  any  decree  or  order  is  affirmed,  damages 
will  be  awarded  to  the  appellee.  Such  damages,  when 
the  decree  or  order  is  for  the  payment  of  money,  will 
be  at  the  rate  of  six  per  centum  per  atinum  on  the 
whole  amount  of  the  recovery  (including  interest  and 
costs)  from  the  time  the  appeal  or  supersedeas  took 
effect  until  the  affirmance,  or  if  the  affirmance  be  by 
the  Court  of  Appeals,  or  by  a  District  Court,^  until 
a  copy  of  its  decision  is  entered  in  the  order  book  of 
the  court  below ;  which  damages,  the  statute  declares, 
shall  be  in  satisfaction  of  all  interest  during  that  time.^ 
When  the  decree  or  order  is  not  for  the  payment  of 
any  money  except  costs,  the  damages  will  be  such  spe- 
cific  sum  as  the  appellate  court  may  deem  reasonable, 
not  being  more  than  one  hundred  dollars,  nor,  in  the 
Court  of  Appeals,  less  than  thirty  dollars.* 

§311.  When  any  decree  or  order  of  a  County  or 
Corporation  Court  is  reversed  or  affirmed,  the  cause 
win  not  be  remanded  to  said  court  for  further  proceed- 
ings, but  will  be  retained  in  the  Circuit  Court,  and 
there  proceeded  in,  unless  by  consent  of  the  parties,  or 
for  good  jcause  shown,  the  appellate  court  direct  othei*- 
wise  ;^  in  the  case  of  other  decrees  or  orders,  the  cause 
will  be  remanded  to  the  court  whose  decision  is  ap- 
pealed from. 

37  Constitution  of  Virginia,  Article  VI.  sec  13. 
as  Sess.  Acts,  1852,  chap.  62,  sec.  7. 
m  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  182,  sec.  24. 
«D  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  182,  sec.  25. 
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§  812.  Dectsians  of  Court  of  AppeaU  and  of  Dittrid 
Courts^  how  tran9mitted. — ^When  any  term  of  the  Court 
of  Appeals  or  of  a  District  Court  is  ended,  or  sooner, 
if  the  Court  so  direct,  the  clerk  thereof  shall  certify, 
and  hj  mail  or  otherwise  transmit  its  decisions  to  the 
clerk  of  the  court  helow,  except  that  it  shall  not  be  his 
duty  to  certify  or  transmit  a  copy  of  a  decree  of  affirm- 
ance, imless  the  appellee  shall  have  paid  all  fees  due 
from  him  in  the  case,  or  shall  endorse  on  such  copy  so 
much  of  the  decree  for  the  benefit  of  the  clerk  as  the 
unpaid  fees  amount  to.^ 

§  313.  Decision  of  appellate  court  entered  in  court 
below, — The  court  from  which  any  case  may  have  come 
to  a  District  Court  or  to  the  Court  of  Appeals,  shall 
enter  the  decision  of  the  appellate  court  as  its  own,  and 
execution  may  issue  thereon  accordingly.  If  such  de- 
cision be  received  by  the  clerk  of  the  court  below  in 
vacation  he  will  enter  it  of  record  in  his  order  book, 
and  thereupon  such  execution  may  issue  and  such  pro- 
ceedings be  had  in  the  case,  as  would  have  been  proper 
if  the  decision  had  been  entered  in  court.^ 


41  Sea  Oode  of  Virginia,  chap.  183,  vac  26;  also  Seas.  Aata,  1852,  chap. 
C2,  aae.  8.    Sea  alao  Ooda  of  Virginia,  chap.  182,  aae.  27. 
tf  8«iii.  Aotp,  1862»  chMf.  B%  im,  9.  €od»  of  Virgi&ia,  ehap.  1S2,  lae.  2& 


EXECUTION  OF   DECREE.  157 


CHAPTER    II. 


EXECUTION   OF   DECREE. 

§314.  If  the  p9»rty  against  wliom  a  decree  is  ren- 
dered does  not  appe^,  or  procurer  a  re^hearing,  or  file 
a  biU.  of  review  for  the  purpose  of  altering  or  amending 
or  reversing  the  decree,  the  opposite  party  proceeds  to 
enforce  the  same  by  the.pro^iess  of  > the  court.  , 

§  816.  Till  a  late  period,  a  party,  to  compel  obedience 
to  decrees  and  orders  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in 
England,  was  forced  to'  resort  to  the  process  of  con- 
tempt. ^  On  the  10th  May,  1889,  however^  orders  were 
promulgated  by  that  ceilrt,  providing  that  forms  of 
writs  of  fiiRri  faciaBy  elegit  and  venditioni  exponas,  simi- 
lar to  those  adopted  by  courts  o^  law,  might  be  used  for 
tile  purpose  of  enforcing  aliny  pecimiary  demand '  to 
which  a  piarty  might  be  declared  entitled  by  a  decree  ;• 
in  other  cases,  the  process  of  contempt  is  the  only 
remedy.^ 

§  316.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  as  in  the 
Virginia  State  Courts,  decrees  or  orders  in  equity  for 
the  payment  of  money,  are  enforced  in  the  same  way 

-^— — — — ^'^■^»»<—— — .»  ml  L        I       ,   I  I   I      1— 1—^—1      I      HI     I HI  II       ■   I  11 

r 

*  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  698.     Sm  83  and  84  pactions,  aiU*. 
s  II.  Daa.  Cb.  Pr.  699. 

*  Ibid,  700. 

14 


158  SUIT  m    EQUITY.    . 

as  judgments  at  common  law  ;*  other  decrees  or  orders 
may  be  enforced  by  the  process  of  contempt  or  its  equi- 
valent, and  in  special  cases,  mentioned  in  section  819, 
postj  the  party  may  proceed  by  writ  of  assistance. 

§317.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  if  the 
decree  be  for  the  performance  of  any  specific  act,  as, 
for  example,  for  the  execution  of  a  conveyance  of  land, 
or  the  delivering  up  of  deeds,  or  other  documents,  it  id 
required  by  the  eighth  rule  of  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court,  that  the  decree  shall,  in  all  such  cases, 
prescribe  the  time  within  which  the  act  shall  be  done, 
of  which  the  defendant  will  be  b<>t(nd,  -mthout  further 
service,  to  take  notice ;  and  upon  affid^ivit  of  the  plaih- 
tiflF,  filed  in  tie  clerk's  office,-  that  the  decree  has' not 
been  complied  with  within  the  preseribed  time,  the  clerk 
will  issue  a  writ  of  attachment  against  the  delinquent 
party,  fro;^  which,  if  Atta/shefl .  thereon,  he. shall  not  be 
discharged,  uixless  upon-  a  full  compliance  with  the 
deci:ee  and  the  payment  of  all  costs,  or  upon  a  special 
order,  of  the  court  or  of  a  judge  thereof,  upon  motiou 
and  affidavit,  enlarging  the  time  for  the  performance 
thereof,;  and  if  the  delinquent  pa^ty  cannot  be  found,- 
a  writ  of  sequ^tr^tipn  will  issue,  against  his .  estate, 
upon  the. return  of  mn  e$t  inventm,  to  compel  obe- 
dience to  the  decree.      '  ,       .      , 

§318.  In  the  Virginia  State  Coui-ts,  in  the  cases' 
mentioned  in  la§t.  seotion,  the  ordinary  coursie  pursued 
is  this :  the  party  i§  in  the  first  instance  served  with  a 
copy  of  the  decree  or  order  requiring  him  to  do  the 
specific  act  by  a  day  which  is  usually  mentioned  in  the 


4  See  YIII.  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S. ;  also  Code  of  Vir^aiay  phap.  177, 
see.  16, 17, 18,  20,  21 ;  also  chap.  186;  187,  188,  pastim. 
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decrfee  or  order;  if  he  fail  to  comply,  a  rule  is  then 

made   tipon   hhn   to   show   cause   why  an   attachment 

should  not  issue  against  him  for  his  contempt  in  not 

obeying  the  decree  or  order  of  the  court ;  and  a  copy 

of  this  is  likewisiB  served  upon  him ;  if  he  fail  to  appear 

to '  this  riile  an  attachment  will  he  issued  against  him ; 

if  he  appear  and  show  no  sufficient  cause,  he  will  be  in 

some  cases  imprisoned  or  fined,  beside  being  required, 

l)efore  his  release,  to  comply  with  the  former  order  or 

decree  of  the  court.     In  case  an  attachment  issues,  and 

it  is  not  served  upon  him,  the  process  of  contempt  may 

be  regularly  pursued  to  the  sequestration.^ 

Writ  of  assistance. 

§  319.  The  writ  of  assistance  is  a  process  to  put  a 
party  in  possession  of  an  estate  which  has  been  ordered 
bya  decree  of  order  to  be  delivered.*  Under  the  old 
practice  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  England^  this  writ 
could  not  be  obtained  without  previously  suing  out  and 
aerving  irhat  ww  termed  a  "  writ  of  injunction"  to  deK- 
ver  possession,  which  could  only  be  procured  upon  the 
issuing  of  an  attachment  or  othei^  process  of  contempt 
against  the  parties  for  not  obeying  the  writ  of  execu- 
tion,  which  attachment  or  process  was  not,  however, 
required  to  be  executed;^  subsequently,  the  writ  of 
iiyunction  was  <Httitted,  and  by  special  statute^  it  was 
provided  that  where  any  party  obstinately  retains  pos- 
session of  land  or  other  real  property,  after  a  writ  of 


'» ■  > 


5  See  Code  of  Virj^nia,  chap.  186,  sec.  1. 
«  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  723. 

7  Ibid.  724. 

8  1  Wm.  4,  chap.  36,  see.  15. 
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execution  of  a  decree,  or  an  ord^r  for  .delivery  of  po8- 
lession  has  been  duly  served,  and  demand  of  possession 
made,  and  upon  an  affidavit  of  such  service  of  the  writ 
of  execution,  and  of  such  demand  made  ^hereunder, 
and  a  refusal  to  comply  therewith  on  the  part  of  the 
person  against  whom  the  writ  issued,,  the  party  issuing 
it  shall  be  at  liberty  to  obtain  the  usual  order  of  course 
for  the  writ  of  assistance  to  issue,  and  that  the  inter- 
mediate writs  of  attachmcAt  and  injunctioui  further 
commanding  the  party  to  deliver  possession,  on  any 
other  writ,  shall  be  unnecessary.' 

§  820.  This  writ  is  rarely,  if  ever,  used  in  the  Vir- 
ginia State  Courts.  The  usual  course  adopted  in  these 
courts  in  cases  in  which,  according  to  the  practice  just 
mentioned,  this  writ  might  issue,  is  the  one  recitc^d  m 
tection  318,  ante. 

§321.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  when 
any  decree  or  order  is  for  the  delivery  of  possession, 
upon  proof  made  by  affidavit  of  a  demand^  and  refusal 
to  obey  the  decree  or  order,  the  party  prosecuting  the 
same  will  be  entitled  to  a  writ  of  assistance  from  the 
.clerk  of  the  court.^® 

§  822.  The  forms  of  several  writs  of  execution  of  de- 
crees to  enforce  decrees  or  orders  for  the  payment  of 
money,  are  similar  to  those  at  common  law.  Forms  of 
these  writs,  and  of  the  writ  of  assistance  will  be  foiond 
in  the  Appendix  to  this  volume. 

§323.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  every 
person,  not  being  a  party  in  any  cause,  who  has  ob- 

^ • 

» 11.  Dav.  Ch.  Pr.  734. 

10 IX.  Rule  Supreme  Oenrt  U.  S. 
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tiined  an  order,  or  in  whose  favor  an  order  has  been 
made,  will  be  enabled  to  enforce  obedience  to  such 
order  by  the  same  process  as  if  he  were  a  party  to  the 
cause;  and  every  person,  not  being  a  party  in  any 
eanse,  against  whom  obedience  to  any  order  of  the 
court  may  be  enforced,  will  be  liable  to  the  same  pro- 
cess for  enforcing  obedience  ,to.sach>order,  as  if  he  were 
a  party  to  the  cause.^^ 

■   I        I      H  I     I     li       ■    I      Ph.       I      ■■      W  I  ■  III   .^  I  ■ 
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11 X.  Bole  Supreme- Couri  U.  6. 


)    ; 


I. 


162  .    atllX  IN.  BQQIXT. 


CHAPTER   III 


Proceedings  under  Interlocutory  Decrees  or  Orders. 

<  » 

§324.  In  this  chapter  we  propose  to  treat  of  pro- 
jeedings  under  interlocutory  decrees  or  orders  of  more 
frequent  occurrence  in  equity  causes. 

1.  Issues  out  of  Chancery^  ^c. 

§325.  It  was  stated  in  a  previous  section,  that  in 
certain  cases  a  Court  of  Equity  will  direct  matters  of 
fact  which  arise  in  a  cause  to  be  tried  by  a  jury.^  This 
is  termed  in  the  books,  "directing  an  issue  out  of 
Chancery."^ 

§326.  The  mode  of  procedure  in  issues  out  of  Chan- 
cery in  the  English  Courts  has  already  been  ^oken  of, 
and  we  have  seen  that  such  issues  are,  in  England, 
invariably  directed  to  be  tried  before  courts  of  common 
law.  This  is  the  practice  in  the  Circuit  Courts  of  the 
United  Statefe,  these  courts  sitting  as  courts  of  common 
law  when  such  issues  are  tried.  The  Virginia  State 
Courts,  however,  sitting  as  Courts  of  Equity,  may 
direct  such  issues  to  be  tried  at  their  own  bar,  or  at 
the  bar  of  a  common  law  court.^ 


1  See  sectioB  241,  ante. 

2  See  note  6  to  see.  241,  ante, 

3  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  177,  seCp  4.    A  Circuit  Coart  wiU  not  be  com- 
pelled to  try  an  issue  ordered  by  a  County  or  Corporation  Court.    Ibid. 
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§  327.  Feigned  issues  are  not  directed  in  any  case ; 
these  have  been  abolished  in  England,  and  do  not  pre- 
vail in  this  country. 

§328.  The  course  of  proceeding  upon  the  trial  of 
an  issue  is  generally  the  same  as  that  adopted  in  ordi- 
nary trials  at  law,  except  where  the  court  directing 
the.  issue  has  given  any  special  directions  upon  the 
subject.* 

§  329.  After  ,the  trial  h^s  been  had,  the  court  before 
whom  it  is  tried  certifies  to.  the  court  directing  the 
issue  how  the  verdict  was  found;  and  if  any  special 
circumstances  occur  at  the  trial  which  the  court  may 
think  it  right  to  r^eport,  they  may  be  certified  to  the 
court  directing  the  issue.* 

§  880.  On  the  trial  of  ah  issue,  a  bill  of  exceptions 
for  aa  alleged  misdirection  of  the  ju(ige  will  not  lie; 
the  regtilar  course  is,  to  apply  to  the  court  directing 
the  issue  fof  a  new  trial  ;^  but,  in  Stanard  v.  €hrm^9^ 
^<?.,  2  Gall,  369,  where  the  court  in  which  issue  was 
tried,  refused  to  certify  itiS  opinion  of  the  verdict,  it 
was  held  by  the  Virginia  Court  of  Appeals  that  if  a 
party  apply  for  such  certificate,  and  the  court  refuse  it. 


•r  '■' 


*  II.  Dan.  <5b.  Pp.  T42.  The  Court  of  Cbanoery  nanally  provWea,  thAt 
on  the^ial  of  the  ksue,  copiefl  of  the  biU>  answers,  exhibits  and  deposi- 
tions of  saoh  of  the  witnesses  as  are  dead  or  cannot  attend  shall  be  read 
in  evidence.  Roanb)  J.,  in  BvrweU,  &c,  v.  (7orW»,  <fec.,  1  Rand.  154. 
Setf  II,  Dan.  CK.  Pp,  744.  And  it  will  impose  sneh  restrictions,  upon  the 
parties  as  will  prevent  all  fraud  or  surprise  on  the  trial,  2  Paige,  484. 
See  1  H.  A  M.  72. 

6  See  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  746.     WaikiixB  &  wife  v.  Carlton^  10  Leigh,  660. 

«  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  746.  But  see  Watkina  &  wife  v.  Carlton,  10  Leigh 
560,  in  which  bills  of  exception  were  taken  on  the  trial  of  issue  before 
common  law  «oupt,  and  appellate  court,  in  ab  appeal  from  decree  in  chan- 
cery cause,  looked  to  the  bills  of  exceptions  filed  at  common  law  triaL 
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snch  appEcation  and  refusal  may  be  spread  upon  tlxe 
record  by  bill  of  e^cceptions. 

§  331.  The  plaintiff  in  an  issue  may  suffer  a  nonsuit, 
and  if  he  does  so  advisedly  in  consequence  of  any  un- 
foreseen occurrence  at  the  trial,  which  would  have  ren- 
dered further  proceeding  with  it  unsafe,  the  court  which 
directed  the  issue  will  grant  him  a^  new  trial,  notwitii- 
standing  the  nonsuit/ 

§  832.  If  verdict  be  not  satisfactoiy  to  either  party, 
application  for  a  new  trial  may  be  made  to  the  court 
directing  the  issue,*  and  the  court  directing  the  issue 
may  direct  a  second,  or  even  a  third,  lAl  JDf  13^  issue, 
the  object  of  the  trial  being  to  satisfy  tiie  eonscience  of 
this  court  ;*  but  after  three  verdicts  to  the  same  effect 
courts  of  eqxdty  wiU  do  right  in  decreeing  according  to 
the  opinions  of  juries,'  and  after  two  concurring  ver- 
dicts for  the  samQ  pa^ty,  the  Court  of  Chancery  is  not 
bound  to  direct  a  new  trial,  though  both  verdicts  are  in 
opposition  to  the  opinion^  of  the  judges  before  wbom 
the  issues  were  tried,  and  a  v^dict  had  <originally  bee^ 
rendered  in  favor  of  the  other  party.^ 

§  883.  Sometimes,  the  ^  court,  instead  of  directing  an 
issue,  directs  the  institution  of  an  action  at  law,  and,  in 
that  case,  the  motion  for  a  new  trial  (if  verdict  be  not 
satisfactory)  should  be  made  before  the  court  in  which 
action  is  brought.  An  action  at  law,  instead  of  an 
issue  out  of  Chancery,  is  usually  directed  whenever  the 

7  IL  Ban.  Clu  Pr.  ,747.    2  Atk.  319. 
,8  Ibid.  747. 

*  S«e  II.  Daa.  Ch.  Pr^  748. 

•  Stanard  r.  Graves  et  aU.,  2  Call  M9. 

10  M'Iiae*»  ex'or  v.  WoocTi  etx^or,  I  Hen.  &  Manf.  548. 
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fonndatio^  of  a  claim  is  a  legal  demand,  and  the  ques- 
tion whether  a  new  trial  should  or  should  not  be  had, 
can  be  discussed  with  more  satisfaction  in  the  court  of 
kw  than  in  a  court  of  equity.^^ 

2, 'Proceedings  in  master's  or  commissioner's  office^ 
under  orders  or  decrees  for  account^  S^c, 

1 334.  The  duties  of  masters,  or,  as  they  are  termed 
in  the  Virginia  St^te  Courts,  commissioners,  are  so 
yarious,  that  we  shall  not  attempt  here  to  detail  all  of 
them.  We  will  treat  simply  of  the  manner  in  which 
accounts  and  enquiries  are  taken  and  proceeded  in 
before  these  officers. 

§  385.  When  an  order  or  decree  refei^s  the  settlement 
of  accounts  to  a  master  or  commissioner,  a  copy  of  such 
order  or  decree  is  furnished  him  by  the  party  who  has 
obtained  such  ord^r  or  decree,  and  the  master  or  com- 
missioner thereupon  appoints  a  day  qa  idiich  he  will 
proceed  to  execute  the  order  or  decree,  and  notifies 
the  parties  interested  of  the  day  and  place.^ 

§  336.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  the  party 
at  whose  instance  or  for  whose  benefit  the  reference  is 
made   must  cause  the   same   to  be  presented  to  the 


"  n.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  763,  764. 

12  See  Matthews'  Guide  to  Commissioners!  pp.  4, 154.  The  notice,  in 
the  Yirj^nia  State  Courts,  may  be  gi^en  by  advertisement  In  tbe  news- 
papers, if  the  court  so  direct.  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  176,  sec.  4*  If  no 
snoh  direoti6n  be  given,  and  the  parties  are  resident  in  Virginia,  notice 
miiBt  be  served  on  each  party,  as  other  notices  are  served.  See  Code  of 
Virg^ia,  ehi^.  167,  sec.  1.  If  party  do  not  reside  in  Virginia,  notice  may 
bo  ^iT.en  by  publication  in  a  newepaper  printed  in  the  State,  onoe  a  week 
for  four  successive  weeks.  Code  of  Va.  chap.  167,  sec.  2.  In  the  United 
States  Circuit  Courts  a  personal  service  qn  the  parties  or  their  solioitors  is 
required  in  all  cases.    LXXV.  Rule  Supreme  Court  United  States. 
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master  for  a  hearing,  on  or  before  the  ne^t  rule  *day 
succeeding  the  time  when  the  reference  was  made ;  and 
if  he  omit  to  do  so,  the  adverse  party  will  be  at  liberty 
forthwith  to  cause  proceedings  to  be  had  before  the 
master,  at  the  costs  of  the  party  procuring  the^  refer- 
ence.^^ In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  there  is  no  posi- 
tive statute  or  decision  for  the  purpose  of  expediting 
proceedings  before  comniissioners.  A.  rule  formerly 
prevailed  in  the  Richmond  Chancery  Court  to  the  effect 
that  an  order  for  an  account,  if  nat  executed  within 
twelve  months  from  its  date,  would  be  inoperative^  but 
now  this  rule  is  not  in  forc^. 

§337.  The  commissioner  is  authorized  to  proceed, 
after  such  notiee,  as  is  mentioned  in  section  835,  though 
the  party  fails  to  attend,^*  and  a  party  failing  to  attend 
a  commissioner  after  such  notice^  subjects  hiiiiaelf  to 
process  of  contempt.^* 

§338.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  the  master  or 
commissioner  may  adjourn  his  proceedings  from  time  to 
time  after  the  notice  is  given  (without  a  new  notice) 
until  his  report  is  completed ;  and  when  completed, 
unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the  court  or  agreed  by  the 
parties,  he  retains  it  for  the  period  of  ten  days  in  his 
office,  and  if  any  exceptions  be  taken  meanwhile,^®  or  in 
the  progress  of  the  report,  they  are  returned  by  him 
with  the  report,  as  well  as  th^  decrees,  orders  and 
notices  under  which  he  acted. 


»  <f 


13  LXXIV.  Rule  Sapreme  Court  U.  S. 

H  2  Manf.  60fr. 

u  S  Rob.  Pr.  863  ,*  4  H.  A  M.  43^.    Sei»  also  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  194, 
88.  24,  35,  26. 

16  Exceptions  may  be  ibade  either  in  the  commissioner's  office  before,  or 
in  the  conrt,  after,  the  return'  of  the  rep6rt. 
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J  339.  In  the  United  Circuit  Courts,  if  either  party 
fail  to  appear  at  the  time  and  place  appointed,  the 
master  will  be  at  liberty  to  proceed  ex  parte^  or,  in  his 
discretion,  to  adjourn  the  examination  and  proceedings 
to  a  future  day,  giving  notice  to  the  absent  party  or  his 
solicitor  of  such  adjournment.^^ 

§340.  Parties  may  be  examined  on  oath  before  the 
master  in  Chancery  or  commissioner,  either  in  th^ 
United  States  Circuit  Courts^^  or  in  the  Virginia  State 
Courts.^*  This  examination  is  usually  conducted  by  in- 
terrogatories ;  and  if  the  party  fails  to  answer,  the  fact 
will  be  reported  to  the  court,  which  will  take*  action 
thereon  as  in  the  case  of  other  contempts. 

§341.  Parties  may  also  be  required  by  the,  paster  or 
commissioner  in  chancery  to  produce  books,  papers, 
writings,  vouchers  and  other  documents,'  and  upon  their 
failure  to  do  so,  a  similar  report  ^xr\^y  be  made  a^  in 
last  section,  with  similar  results.     /  * "  f  * 

§342.  The  master  or  coiiiinis^Sner  inay  examijie 
•  witnesses,  reducing  their  exajnjination  to  writing ;  and 
it  seems,  that  in  the  Virginia  /State  Courts  no  notice  is 
necessary  of  the  taking  of  the  'depositions  of  witnesses 
before  commissioners,  other  than  the  general  notice 
given  by  the  master  or  commissioner  in  chancery  when 
the  order  or  decree  was  first  placed  in  his  hand. 

§  343.  To  obtain  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  tjie 
master  is  empowered,  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  to 
issue  a  summons  ;^  in  the  United  States  Courts,  he  is 

I  ■■■-■■■   —  ■     -    ■  —  _  -  — — 

\  •  ■  *■        • 

17  EXXV.  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S.  -        ^ 

18  LXXVII.  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
10  See  Code  of  Va.  chap.  176,  sec.  38. 

» Ibid. 
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authorized  to  procure  a  blank  subpoena  from  the  clerk, 
and  signed  by  the  clerk,  which  may  be  filled  up  either 
by  the  master  or  by  the  party  praying  the  sAme.^ 

§344.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  if  the 
witness,  after  being  duly  served  with  such  summotis 
or  subpoena,  fail  to  attend,  or,  if  he  attend  and  refuse 
to  testify,  the  fact  may  be  reported  to  the  court,  and 
in  the  one  case  his, attendance  before  the  comijaissioner 
will  be  enforced  by  the  court,  and  in  the  other  he  will 
be  compelled  to  testify  by  process  of  contempt,  in  like 
manner  as  if  the  contempt  were  for  not  attending  or 
for  refusing  to  give  testimony  in  the  court.^ 

§  345.  In  the  Virginia  Sta,te  Courts,  the  rule  men- 
tioned in  last  section  prevails,  with  this  limitation :  that 
if  the  witness,  when  summoned,  demand  tlie  pay  for 
one  day's  attendance,  and  his  mileage  and  tolls,  and  it 
is  not  paid  him,  he  cannot  be  compelled  to  attend.^ 

§ 346.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,.it  is  spe- 
cially required  that  "  4^11  parties  accounting  before  a 
master  shall  bring  in  their  respective  accounts  in  the 
form  of  debtor  and  creditor ; '  and  any  of  the  other 
parties,  who  shall  not  be  satisfied  with  the  accounts  so 
brought  in,  shall  be  at  liberty  to  examine  the  account- 
ing party  viva  voce^  or  upon  interrogatories  in  the 
master's  office,  or  by  deposition,  as  the  master  shall 
direct;"**  and  "All  affidavits,  depositions  and  docu- 
ments, which  have  been  previously  made,  read  or  used 
in  the  court,  upon  any  proceeding  in   any  cause  or 

21  LXXVIII.  Bole  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 

22  Ibid. 

23  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  176,  nee.  22. 
M  LXXIX.  Role  Supreme  Court  U.  8. 
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matter,  may  be  used  before  the  master."^  The  master 
will  ^^ be  at.  liberty  to  exaxmne  any  creditor  or  other 
person  e<»ning  in  to  claim  before  him,  either  upon 
written  interrogatories,  or  viva  voce,  or  in  both  modes, 
as  the  natujp^  of  the  case  mity  appear  to  hi!m  to  re«- 
quire.  The  evidence  upon  such,  examination  shall  be 
talcen  down  by  the  master,  or  by  some  other  person  by 
hiB  order  and  in  his  presence,  if  eitiber  party  requires 
it,  In  order  that  the  same  may  be  used  by  the  court,  if 
necessary."^ 

Reports,  how  nmde  up  and  returned. 

§  S47.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  the  commissioner 
is  required  td  return  with,  his  report  all  the  decrees, 
orders  and  notices  under  whiefa  he  acted.     He  should 
not  copy  in  his  account  or  report  any  pa^r;  and. if 
there  has  been  a  previous  account,  he  should  not  copy 
it  into  his,  but,  taking  it  as  the  badis  of  his,  correct  the 
errors  and  supply  the  defects  thereof  by  an  additiottal 
statement.     Every  thing  improperly  copied  into  a  com- 
missioner's account  will  be  expunged. at  his  costs,  on 
the  application  of  either  party ;  and  if  on  account  of 
his  negligence  or  misconduct  a  report  be  recommitted, 
he  will  bear  the  costs  occasioned  thereby.^    A  com- 
missioner who  doubts  a£  to  any  point  which  arises 
before  him,  in  taking  an  account  to  be  returned  to  a 
Circuit  Court,  may,  in  writing,  submit  the  point  to  Inch 
eourt,  or  the  judge  thereof,  who  may  iiffitruct  hlE^ 
thei*eon.  ^ 

*^^— ^^*^"^^  ■  ■    ■  ■    I  I  I  |i  ■  ■—   PI   ■  ■  !■         i^Mi     wm  ^m  ^  ^•mm^       li*  ■■■■■HI  ■    M^         I  ■    I  ^-       I      i»  ■  ^t'^  »  ■■■■■■»■      ^    m         .- .   ■  ^   .m     ■    ■        n  -  -     ^  ■ 

I  ' 

»  XiZX^.  Bole  gapreme  Court  IT.  S. 
s  LXXXI.  Bale  Stipreihe  Court  U.  S. 
cr  See  Code  of  Va.,  chip;  175|  see.  S. 
>s  Ibid.  see.  6. 
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§  848.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  "  In  the 
reports  made  by  the  master  to  the  court,  no  part  of 
any  state  of  facts,  charge,  affidavit,  deposition,  ezami* 
nation,  or  answer,  brought  in  or  used  before  them,  shall 
be  stated  or  recited.  But  such  state  of  facts,  charge, 
affidavit,  deposition,  examination,  or  answer,  shall  be 
identified,  specified  and  referred  to,  so  as  to  inform  the 
court  what  state  of  facts,  charge,  affidavit,  deposition, 
examination  or  answer,  were  so  brought  in  or  used."  ® 

JExeeptions  to  report. 

§  349.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  exceptions  may 
jyB  taken  either  in  the  commissioner's  office  or  in  the 
court  after  the  report  is  returned.    The  report  does  not 
stand  confirmed  as  a  matter  of  course ;  it  is  confirmed 
only  by  special  order  of  the   court.     In   the  United 
States  Circuit  Courts,  ^^  The  master,  as  soon  as  his  re- 
port is  ready,  shall  return  the  sanie  into  the  clerk's 
office,  and  the  day  of  the  return  shall  be  entered  by 
the  clerk  in  the  order  book.     The  parties  shall  have 
one  month  from  the  time  of  filing  the  report  to  file 
exceptions  thereto;   and  ifrno  exceptions   are  within 
thdit  period  filed  by  either  party,  the  report  shall  stand 
confirmed  .On  the  next  rule  day  after  the  month  is 
expired.     If  exceptions  are  filed,  they  shall  stand  for 
hearing  before  the  court,  if  the  court  is  then  in  seBsion, 
or  if  not,  then  at  the  next  sitting  of  the  court  which 
shall  be  held  thereafter,   by  adjournment   or  other- 
wise." ~ 

§  350.  In  order  to  prevent  exceptions  to  reports  from 
being  filed  for  frivolous  causes,  or  for  mere  delay,  in 


»  LXXVI.  Bole  Sapnme  Court  V.  S. 
ao  LXXXIII.  Rul»  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
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the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  "the  party  whose 
exceptions  are  overruled,  shall,  for  every  exception 
overruled,  pay  costs  to  the  other  party,  and  for  every 
exception  allowed,  shall  be  entitled  to  costs ;  the  costs 
to  be  fixed  in  each  case  by  the  court,  by  a  standing 
rule  of  the  Circuit  Court.'*  *^ 

§  351.  Exceptions  are  of  the  nature  of  a  special  de- 
murrer, and  should  set  forth  with  sufficient  particularity 
the  thing  or  matter  objected  to.^  All  parties  to  the 
record  who  are  interested  in  the  matter  in  question  may 
take  exce||||ons  to  the  report;  and  where  there  are 
several  sets  of  parties  appearing  by  different  solicitors, 
they  may,  if  not  disposed  to  join,  each  take  exceptions, 
although  their  grounds  of  exception  are  the  same.^ 


§352.  It  would  be  a  departure  from  the  design  of 
this  work  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  legal  prin- 
ciples on  which  accounts  should  be  settled.  The  reader 
will  find,  however,  in  the  Appendix,  a  summary  of  legal 
decisions  afiTecting  the  settlements  of  accounts,  together 
with  various  forms. 


s>  LXXXIV.  Rule  Supreme  Court  tJ.  S. 

92  See  I  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  191;  also  Wilke*  r.  Rogert,  6  John.  Rep.  591. 

93 II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  953. 
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CHAPTER  IV. 


Of  amendments  of  pleadinffs^  ^c. 

§  353.  In  previous  chapters  of  this  work,  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  reader  has  been  principally  dir^ted  to  the 
rules  and  course  of  proceeding  in  a  suit  originally  per- 
fect in  its  frame,  and  in  which  no  incidental  circum* 
stances  have  occurred  to  alter  the  state  of  the  orije;inal 
parties  or  the  relation  in  which  they  stood  to  each 
other,  at  the  commencement  of  the  proceeding.  In  a 
8uit  in,  equity,  however,  it  often  happens,  that  the  suit 
is  not  perfect  in  its  institution,  and  it  more  frequently 
happens  that,  though  pei'fect  in  its  institution,  it  has, 
by  some  event  subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  original 
bill,  become  defective  or  has  abated,  so  that  no  pro- 
ceeding can  be  had,  either  as  to  the  whole  or  some 
part  of  it. 

§  354.  Defects  in  the  original  institution  of  the  suit, 
which  are  discovered  in  time,  may  usually  be  remedied 
by  amendment ;  other  defects  are  cured,  according  to 
the  course  of  English  practice,  by  the  exhibition  of 
supplemental  bills,  when  the  defects  are  in  the  original 
proceeding  or  have  been  occasioned  by  some  event  sub- 
sequent to  the  institution  of  the  suit,  so  that  the  pro- 
ceedings as  they  stand  cannot  have  their  full  effect,  and 
by  the  exhibition  of  bills  of  revivor,  when  by  some 
subsequent  event  there  is  no  person  by  whom  or  ag^^inst 
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nhifm  the  eiiit,  in  the  irhole  or  in  part,  can  be  prose- 
ented.^  In  some  instances,  the  abatement  of  the  suit 
gives  rise  to  new  matters,  which  it  becomes  necessary 
to  introduce  into  the  proceedings,  in  which  cases  the 
proper  remedy  is  by  bill  of  revivor  and  anpplementt* 

Amended  bills, 

§  355.  When  a  plait^tiff  has  preferred  his  bill,  and  is 
advised  that  the  same  does  not  contain  such  material 
facts,  or  make  all  such  pi^rsons  parties,  as  are  necessary 
to  enable  the  court  to  do  complete  justice,  he  may  alter 
it  by  inserting  new  matter  subsisting  at  the  time  qf  ex- 
hibiting his  bill,  of  which  he  was  not  then  apprized,  or 
which  he  did  not  thirik  necessary  to  be  stated,  and  may 
add  such  ;^ersons  as  shall  be  deemisd. necessary  parties.^ 
In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  as  in  the  Virginia 
State  Courts,  the  face  of  the  original  bill,  after  answer, 
is  never  altered  or  added  to ;  the  new  matter  is  usually 
introduced  on  a  separate  paper,  which  is  termed  aa 
amended  bilL  Before  answer,  the  face  of  the  original 
bill  itself  is  sometimes  altered  or  added  to,  and  this 
seems  to  be  contemplated  as  the  practice  in  United 
States  Circuit  Courts  by  the  rules  adopted  for  their  use 
by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  ;^  but  in  the  Vir- 

1  III.  Ban.  Oh.  Pr.  150.  As  we  have  seen,  in  a  note  to  a  previous  seo- 
tiosy  biUK  of  renri^or  «imply-are  rarely,  if  ever,  used  ih  the  Virginia  State 
Oonrts.  The  usual  mode  of  reviving  a  suit  in  th^s^  Courts  is  that  pointed 
out  in  sections  S8,  89/  90,  91,  a7ite. 

8  III.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  160. 

3  I  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  508.  Daniell  adds  to  the  statement  contained  in  the 
text,  "^  that  in  case  the  qriginal  bill  shall  be  found  to  coi^tain  matter  not 
relevant  or  no  longer  necessary  to  plaintiff's  case,  or  parties  may  be  dis- 
pensed with,  the  same  may  be  struck  out,  and  the  original  bill  thus  altered 
is  termed  an  '  amended  bill.'  " 

4  See  XXVIIL  Bnle  Supreme  Court  V.^ 
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ginia  State  Courts  it  is  the  usual  practice,  even  before 
answer,  not  to  alter  the  face  of  the  original  bill  in  a 
material  point,  but  to  introduce  the  amendment  by  a 
separate  paper,  calling  it  ^^an  amended  bill,'* 

§  866.  When  there  is  a  bill  or  cross  bill,  and  the 
plaintiff  in  the  original  suit  amends  his  bill  before 
answer,  he  will  lose  his  priority  of  suit,  and  his  right  to 
have  an  answer  before  he  is  called  upon  to  answer  the 
cross  bill.' 

§  357.  Usually,  matters  trhich  have  occurred  subse- 
quently to  the  filing  of  the  original  bill,  will  not  be  per- 
mitted to  be  introduced  by  ainendment.  In  such  cases, 
as  we  have  se6n,  the  regular  course  is  to  file  a  supple- 
mental bill ;  but  there  are  cases  in  which  such  amend- 
ments will  be  allowed.  Thus,  where  the  plaintitf  has 
an  inchoate  right  at  the  time  of  exhibiting  his  original 
bill,  merely  requiring  some  formal  act  to  render  his 
title  perJTect,  and  that  act  is  not  completed  till  after 
filing  of  the  original  bill,  the  introduction  of  that  fact 
by  amendment  will  be  permitted.* 

§  358.  It  was  formerly  the  practice  in  the  Virginia 
State  Courts,  before  amending  bills,  to  obtain  the 
special  leave  of  the  court  to  amend  ]  but  it  is  now  de- 
clared by  statute  that  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  the 
plaintiff  may  of  right  amend  his  bill  before  the  defen- 
dant's appearance,  and  notwithstanding  such  appear- 
ance the  plaintiff  may  at  any  tjme  in  the  vacation  of 
the  Court  wherein  the  suit  is  pending,  file  in  the  clerk's 
office  an  amended  bill.^    In  the  United  States  Circuit 

6 1.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  509. 
«  I.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  611. 
7  See  Code  of  Va.  chap.  171)  mo.  14. 
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ConrtB,  tke  plaintiff  is  at  liberty,  as  a  mattei*  (^f  bourse 
and  without  payment  of  costs,  to  amend  his  bill  in  any 
matters  whatsoe^^r,  before  any  copy  has  been  taken 
out  ^f  the  elerk'fl.  office,  and  in  any  small  matters  after- 
wards, such  as  filling  blanks,  correcting  errors  of  dates, 
misnomer  of  parties,  misdescription  of  premises,  cleri- 
cal errors,  and  generally  in  matters  of  form  f  if  a  copy 
has  been /takeoi  ou4;,  before  an  answer  or  plea  or  de- 
murrer, the  plaintiff  may  amend  his  bill  in  a  material 
point,  but  he  is  required  to  pay  the  defendants  the  costs 
occasioned  ther^eby,  and  to  furnish  without  delay,  free 
of  expense,  to  each  of  the  defendants  affected  thereby, 
a  fair  copj  of  the  amendments,  with  suitable  references 
to  the  places  whera  such  are  to  be  inserted ;  and  if  the 
amendments  are  numerous,  a  fair  copy  of  the  whole 
bill  ;•  after  an  answer,  or  plea  or  demurrer  is  put  in, 
and  before  replication,  the  plaintiff  may,  iipon  motion 
or  petition  without  notice,  obtain  an  order  from  any 
judge  of  the  oourt  to  -amend  his  bill  on  or  before  the 
next  succeeding  rule  day,  upon  payment  of  costs  or 
without  payment  of  costs,  as  the  court  or  a  judge 
thereof  may  in  his  discretion  direct ;  but  after  replica- 
tion filed,  the  plaintiff  will  not  be  piermitted  in  these 
courts  to  withdraw  it  and  amend  his  bill,  except  upon  a 
special  order  of  a  judge  of  the  court  upon  motion  or 
petition,  after  due  notice  to  the  otter  party,  and  upon 
proof  by  affidavit  that  the  same  is  not  made  for  the 
purpose  of  vexation  or  delay,  or  that  the  matter  of  the 
proposed  amendment  is  material,  and  could  not,  with 
reasonable  diligence,  have  been  sooner  introduced  into 
the  bill,  and  upon  the  plaintiff's  submitting  to  such 

8  XXVlll.  BaU  Suyreme  Court  U.  S.  >  IbicL 
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other  teriQS  a«  may  be  imposed  by  the  judge  finr  8{)«ed** 
iag  the  cause.^® 

§  869.  A  plaintiff  obtaining  special  leave  of  the 
United  States  Oircnit  Courts  to  amend  his  bill  as  men- 
tioned in  last  section,  who  fails  to  file  his  amendments 
or  amended  bill,  as  the  case  may  require,  in  the  c'erk'a 
office,  on  or  before  the  next  succeeding  rule  day  after 
obtaining  such  leave,  will  be  considered  as  having  aban- 
doned the  same,  and  the  cause  will  proceed  as  if  no 
application  for  any  amendment  had  been  made.^^ 

§  360.  See  46th  rule  of  Supreme  Court  of  United 
States,  printed  in  Appendix  to  this  volume,  as  to  duty 
of  defendant  when  an  amend'ed  bill  has  been  filed,  after 
{inswer,  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts. 

Supplemental  biU$. 

§  361.  As  we  have  seen,  supplemental  bills  may  be 
filed  to  remedy  defects  in  a  suit,  either  when  they  exist 
at  the  time  of  filing  the  original  bill,  and  it  is  too  late 
to  correct  them  by  amendment,  or  when  they  have  oc- 
curred since  the  filing  <>t  the  original  bill,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  birth  of  new  parties,  or  a  change  in  the 
interests  of  those  originally  on  the  record.^^ 

§  362.  When  a  plaintiff  has  an  inchoate  right  at  the 
time  of  filing  his  original  bill,  and  it  merely  requires  a 
formal  act  to  complete  it,  he  may  introd^c6  such  fact 
into .  the  record  by  an  amendment  of  the  bill,  or  he 
may  file  a  supplemental  bill.^^    A  plaintiff,  however. 


10  XXIX.  Bale  Supreme  Oonrt  U.  S. 
"  XXX.  Bale  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
i«  III.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  160. 
IS  IIL  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  153. 
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easnat  snppoil;  a  bad  title,  by  acquiring  another  after 
the  filing  of  an  original  bill,  and  then  bringing  it  for- 
ward by  supplemental  bill  ;^^  yet  it  is  to  be  remarked 
that  it  is  only  wtere  the  first  title  is  absolutely  bad, 
that  a  supplemental  bill  of  this  description  will  be  im- 
proper.^* 

§  368*  Supplemental  bills  will  not  be  allowed  for  the 
purpose  of  introducing  a  completely  new  case;  they 
must  be  in  aid  of  that  which  the  court  has  already 
done }  still  less  can  they  be  maintained  for  the  purpose 
of  adding  to  the  decree,  what,  upon  the  hearing,  the 
court  has  excluded  from  it.^* 

§  364.  It  is  not  every  fact  which  has  occurred  sub- 
sequent to  the  filing  of  the  original  bill,  which  renders 
a  supplemental  bill  necessary ;  such  facts  must  be  ma- 
teriiJ,  and  therefore,  in  a  suit  for  an  account,  where 
there  is  no  alteration  in  the  interests  of  the  parties, 
nor  any- particular  circumstances  requiring  further  dis- 
coTery,  but  only  a  fact  has  occurred  which  may  be 
proved  on  taking  the  account  prayed  by  the  original 
bill,  and  the  relief  is  not  varied  by  the  supplemental 
matter,  but  the  plaintiff  might  have  th^  relief  which  the 
supplemental  bill  prays  for,  under  the  original  bill,  the 
supplemental  bill  is  improper,  and  may  be  demurred  to.^^ 

§  865.  When  a  ^ole  plaintiff  has  assigned  his  whole 
interest,  or  has  been  deprived  of  it  by  an  event,  subse- 
quent to  the  iifestitution  of  a  suit,  the  alienee,  or  party 
claiming  his  title,  must  proceed  by  an  original  hill  in 


u  tbid.    See  Tonkin  r.  Letltlridge,  Cooper's  Rep.  43. 
w  III.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  154. 
16  III.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  1591 
n  III  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  ItO. 
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the  nature  of  a  supplemental  Mil,  and  not  by  a  supple- 
mental bill.^® 

§  366.  A  supplemental  bill  should  ^tate  the  original 
bill,  and  the  proceedings  thereon.^*  If  the  supplemen- 
tal bill  is  occasioned  by  an  event  subsequent  to  the 
original  bill,  it  must  state  that  event,  and  the  conse- 
quent alteration  of  parties  thereon,  and  it  must  pray 
that  the  defendants  may  appear  and  answer  to  the 
charges  it  contains.^  If  the  supplemental  bill  has 
been  rendered  necessary  by. the  alteration  or  acquisi- 
tion of  interest  happening  to  a  defendant^  or  a  person 
comes  into  esse  who  is  necessary  to  be  made  a  defendant, 
the  supplemental  bill  may  be  e^diibited  by  the  plaintiff 
in  the  original  suit  against  such  person  alone,  and  may 


»III.  Dan.  Chv^Pr.  164.    This  distlnollon  may,  at  firat  tight,  atppear 

artificial,  bat  it  in  attended  by  a  oonsid^able  difference  in  the  practical 
results.  In  cases  in  which  a  supplemental  bill  only  is  filed,  if  ther<»  has 
been  no  decree,  the  salt  maj  proceed  after  the  supplemental  biU  has 
been  filed,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  original  plaintiff  had  continued 
such,  except  that  the  defendants  must  answer  the  supplemental  bill 
and  either  admit  or  put  in  issue  the  title  of  the  new  plaintiff;  but,  in 
the  cas9  of  an  original  bill,  in  the  nature  of  a  supplemental  bill,  ike 
whole  case  i8>  open;  a  new  defence  may  be  made,  the  pleadings  and 
depositiens  cannot  be  made  use  of  in  the  same  manner  as  if  filed  or 
taken  in  the  same  cause,  and  the  decree,  4f  any  has  been  obtsdned, 
is  no  otherwise  of  advantage  than  as  it  may  be  an  inducement  to  the 
court  to  make  a  similar  decree ;  whilst,  in  the  case  of  a  mere  supplemental 
auitt  the  benefit  of  the  original  deeno,  if  obtained)  is  expressly  gif  en  to 
the  new  plaintiff  by  the  supplementary  decree,  and  he  is  declared  entitled 
to  stand  in  the  place  of  the  plaintiff  in  the  oHginal  bill,  and  to  hare  the 
benefit  of  the  proceedings  upon  it,  and  to  proae^te  the  decree,  and  teke 
the  steps  necessary  to  render  it  effectual.    III.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  164. 

19  III.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  176.  This  is  th9»  general  rule ;  but  in  the  Unitetl 
States  Circuit  Courts,  H  is  expressly  proTidod  that  it  shall  not  be  neces- 
sary in  any  bill  of  revivor '  or  supplemental  bill  to  setforth  any  of  the 
statements  in  the  original  suit,  unless  the  special  circumstances  of  iha 
case  may  require  it    LVIII.  Rule  Supreme  Conrt  U.  S. 

90  HI.  Dan*  Ch.  Pr.  178. 
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pray  a  decree  upon  the  particular  supplemental  matter 
alleged  against  that  person  only ; .  unless,  which  is  fre- 
qnently  the  case,  the  interests  of  the  other  defendants 
may  be  affected  by  that  decree,  in  which  case  such 
other  defendants  must  be  made  parties.^  A  supple- 
mental bill  generally  calls  upon  the  defendant  to  answer 
the  supplemental  matter  only ;  if,  however,  it  is  occa- 
sioned by  the  transmission  of  the  interest  of  a  defen- 
dant who  has  not  answered  the  original  bill,  and  it  is 
necessary  to  have  a  discovery  from  the  new  defendant 
of  the  matters  in  the  original  bill,  it  may  pray  that  the 
defendant  may  answer  the  original  bill.^ 

§  367.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  whenever 
any  suit  in  equity  shall  become  defective,  from  any 
event  happening  after  the  filing  of  the  bill  (as  for  ex- 
ample, by  a  change  of  interest  in  the  parties,)  or  for 
any  other  reason,  a  supplemental  bill,  or  a  bill  in  the 
nature  of  a  supplemental  bill,  may  be  necessary  to  be 
filed  in  the  cause,  leave  to  file  the  same  may  be  granted 
by  any  judge  of  the  court  on  any  rule  day,  upon  proper 
cause  shown,  and  due  notice  to  the  other  party.  And 
if  leave  is  grafted  to  file  such  supplemental  bill,  the 
defendant  shall  demur,  plead  or  answer  thereto,  on  the 
next  succeeding  rule  day  after  the  supplemental  bill  is 
filed  in  the  clerk's  office,  unless  some  other  time  shall 
be  assigned  by  a  judge  of  the  court.^  In  the  Virginia 
State  Courts  a  plaintiff  may  file  a  supplemental  bill, 
without  such  leave  and  without  notice.^ 

n  HL  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  179.  «  Ibid,  181. 

»  8m  LVII.  Bale  Supreme  Oonrt  tJ.  8. 
^  C«de  of  Virginia^  ohap.  171,  seo.  14. 
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Bilh  of  revivor, 

§  868.  When  a  suit,  perfect  in  its  original  foriztatio% 
afterwards  becomes  discontinued  or  imperfect  by  abate- 
ment, the  general  method  of  continuing  it  or  of  reme* 
dying  the  defects  in  the  English  Courts  and  in  the 
United  States  Circuit  Courts,  is  by  bill  of  revivor  ;^  as 
we  have  seen,  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  defects  of 
this  character  may  be  remedied  by  the  issue  of  a  writ 
of  scire  facias,^  and  in  these  courts  it  is  not  the  usual 
practice  to  file  a  bill  of  revivor  simply. 

.  §  369.  While,  in  the  English  Courts,  or  in  the  United 
States  Circuit  Courts,  when  an  abatement  takes  place 
before  decree  signed  and  enrolled,  a  bill  of  revivor  is 
the  only  proceeding  by  which  the  ^uit  may  be  con« 
tinned,  after  a  decree  has  been  signed  and  enrolled,  the 
party  wishing  to  continue  it  may  proceed  either  by  bill 
of  revivor,  or  by  a  subpoena  in  the  nature  of  a  scire 
facias.^ 

§  370.  It  is  not  every  death  of  a  party  to  a  smt 
which  occasions  such  an  abatement  as  will  suspend  the 
proceedings ;  if  the  interest  of  the  party  dying  so  de- 
termines that  it  can  no  longer  affect  tie  stnt,  and  no 
person  becomes  entitled  thereupon  to  the  saxKie  interest,, 
or  if  the  whole  interest  of  the  party  dying  survives  to 
another  party,  the  suit  may  go  on  withoi»t  revivor.* 

§  371.  If  a  bill  of  revivor  seeks  merdy  to  Revive  the 
suit,  it  prays  simply  for  a  subpoena  to  revive }  if  it  re- 


^  See  LVI.  Rale  Supreme  Cmtrt  U.  S. 
96  Bee  section  88|  ante, 
27  III.  Dan.  Oh.  Pr.  197. 
»  See  III.  Pan.  Ch.  Pr.  SOSf. 
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qmYtes  any  Answer,  as  iii  the  oase  of  a  bill  agaihst  an 
executor,  requiring  him  to  admit  assists,  it  should  praj 
a  subpoena  to  revive  ancl  answer.^' 

JSills  of  revivor  and  supplement 

§  372.  These  are  bills  combining  the  characteristic^ 
of  the  bill  of  revivor  with  those  of  supplemental  bills.* 

DefenQe»  td  amended  bilUj  ^c. 

§  §73.  To  these  several  bills  the  defendant  may,  as 
in  the  case  of  original  bills,  plead,  answer  or  demur ; 
and  while  many  of  the  causes  of  demurrer  or  plea 
which  apply  to  an  origiiial  bill  will  apply  to  these  bills, 
there  are  some  grounaS  on  which  these  several  modes 
of  defence  may  be  madfe^  which  are  solely  applicable  to 
these  bills.  Thus,  if  th^  plaintiff  amends  his  bill  and 
states  a  matter  arisen  subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the 
•  bill  and  properly  the' subject  of  a  supplemental  bill  oi^ 
bill  of  revivor,  the  defendant  may  demur  ;*^  or  if  a  sup- 
plemental bill  is  brought  upon  matter  arising  before  the 
filing  of  an  original  bill,  when  the  suit  is  in  that  stage 
of  the  proceeding  that  the  bill  may  be  amendfed,  the  de- 
fendant may  demur  ;^  and  so,  if  the  same  plaintiff  file  a 
supplemental  bill  claiming  the  same  matter  as  in  an  ori- 
ginal bill,  but  i^on  a  title  totally  distinct,  the  defendant 
may  demur  :^  and,  the  defendant  may  plead  in  defence 

to  a  supplemental  bill,  that  it  is  brought  on  matter  which 

\ 

■    ■  m»^      -  M  ■  II  ■         ■  ■         ■  I    I  ^1    ■  .  ■  M  ■         ■■  ■  ■  I       ■       ■  I    I     ■  ■■— ■— ^1— — ^— ■  ^^^— ^i— ^       III—  ■— ^M^— .  I  1.^         I      ■  — 

»  III.  Daa.  Oh.  Pr.  215.    6e«  LVI.  Ruk  Supreme  Goart  U.  S. 

90  See  IIL  Daa.  Ch.  Pr.  232. 

31 1.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  550.    He  may  also  protect  himself  from  the  effects 
of  the  amendments  bj  plea.    Ibid. 

» III.  Ban.  Ch.  Pr.  183.  » Ibid. 
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arose  before  the  original  bill  was  ffled,  and  might  h^Ve 
been  introduced  into  the  original  bill,  if  this  fact  does 
not  appear  upon  the  supplemental  bill. 

§  374.  A  bill  of  revivor,  also,  is  liable  to  demurrer 
for  reasons  peculiar  to  its  character — thus,  if  it  does 
not  shew  sufficiedt  ground  for  reviving  the  stiit,  or  any 
|)art  of  it,  either  by  or  against  the  person  by  or  against 
whom  it  is  brought,  the  defendant  may  demur .^*  And, 
it  is  liable  to  a  plea  of  a  similar  character,  when  there 
is  not  sufficient  cause  to  reviv^  and  the  fact  is  not  appa- 
rent on  the  bill: — the  defendant  in  such  ease  may  plead 
the  matter  necessary  to  shew  tha^t  the  plaintiff  is  not 
entitled  to  revive  the  a^it  against  him,  or  that  the 
plaintiff  is  riot  ejititled  to  revive  his  suit  at  all.* 

§  375.  An  answer  may  be  filed  to  a  bill  of  revivor, 
whether  required  oj*  not.^  Though  in  strict  practice, 
an  answer  to  ssch  bill  should  be  confined  to  such  mat- 
ters as  are  called  for  by  the  bill  or  would  be  naaterial  to . 
the  defence  with  reference  to  the  order  made  upon  U^ 
yet  the  answer  will  not  be  impertinent,  if  it  states 
matters  of  defence  which  have  occurred  since  the  an- 
swer to  the  original  bill  was  filed,  although  such  matters 
do  not  affect  the  titje  of  the  plaintiff  to  revive.^ 

§  376.  Bills  of  revivcH"  and  supplement  are  liable  to 
the  same  descriptions  of  defence  as  these  bilk,  if  sepa- 
rate, would  be  liable  to.^ 


§  377.  These  several  bills,  pleas,  answers   and  de- 
murrers, have  the  same  general  frame  with  that  al- 

—  "  '  I.  ■  I .  ■■■■  ■  ■  ■  ,.. . . .    .  •    I .  ■■  1 1-  ■  . ,  .1  -.  ■ .  ■  I ,  ■  ■ «  ■  '  .1  I 

34  III.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  218.  as  Ibid. 

3«  S«e  III.  Ban.  Ch.  Pr.  220.  s?  Ibid. 

88  III.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  232. 
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ready  pointed  out  in  preceding  chapter  in  regard  to 
original  bills  and  the  defences  thereto,  and  should  be 
9.ttended  with  the  sftme  formalities  in  regard  to  signing, 
filing,  &c, 

NOTE. 

The  following  Bammarar  o(  Mr.  Daniell  in  relation  to  the  ordinary 
effects  of  abatement  and  revivor,  in  the  English  Courts,  upon  the  proeeedr 
ings  of  a  cause,  will  be  fonnd  nsefol  to  the  practitioner : 

<*  Where  the  abatement  U  total,  «. «.,  where  it  is  caused  by  the  death, 
bsnhraptey,  insolyenoy,  or  marriage  of  the  plaintiS;  (being  a  female,)  the 
cause  is  completely  suspended  and  eaonot  be  proceeded  in,  till  it  has  been 
TOTiTed,  or  the  defect^  caused  by  the  abatement,  cured  by  supplemental 
bill,  and,  in  general,  all  orders  made  pending  such  abatement,  will  be 
considered  nngatery,  and  may  be  discharged.  The  same  rule  will  also 
s^ply  where  the  abatement  Im^s  been  caased  by  the  death  of  one  or  more 
plaintilFs.  Thus  if>  pending  n  total  abatement,  process  of  contempt  is 
issued,  it  will  be  irregular,  and  may  be  discharged  on  motion  with  costs, 
•ad  if  n  defendant  is  arrested  on  any  process  pending  such  abatement,  he 
will  be  discharged,  from  such  arrest,  with  costs.  So  slao,  an  order  to 
dismiss  a  bill  for  want  of  prosecution,  obtained  pending  an  i^iatemeat 
will  be  irregular. 

It  is  to  be  observed,  bowcTer,  that,4klthough  the  general  rale  is  as  abpve 
stated,  there  are  mapy  cases  in  which  the  Copyrt  wiU  enter^n  applications 
although  the  suit  is  abatad.  Thus  it  will  entertain  a  m9tion  t>o  discharge 
process  of  contempt  ^sjo^d  or  e^ ecnt^d  pending  afi  »b%tefnent ;  ^  also, 
although  no  regular  order  to  dismiss  a  bill  for  jirant  of  prosecution  can  be 
obtained  before  reyiyor,  the  Court  will,  as  fe  haye  seen^  if  the  plaintiff,  or 
his  representatiyes,  or  the  suryiving  plaintiffs,  omit  to  reviyc  the  suit 
irithin  a  reasonable  period,  m;ike  an  ord-er  that  they  shall  file  a  bill  of 
^eyiyor  within  a  limited  iajff.Q  or  else  that  the  biljl  shall  be  dismissed. 

It  has,  also,  whe^  the  right  to.  money  in  Co^rt  has  been  clear  under 
former  orders  and  r^oris,  made  an  o;rder  upon  petition  for  payment  o^ 
the  money  jcmt  of  Court,  to  the  party  entitied  without  regarding  tb^ 
abatement^  or  for  the  deliyery  of  deeds  and  writings  brought  into  Court, 
or  it  wiU  8£nd  it  tp  the  Master  for  inquiry  to  whom  they  belong. 

We  haye  seen  also,  that  a  commission  to  examine  witnesses  abroad  wiU 
not  be  affected  by  an  abatement  of  the  suit,  ^d  that  depositions  taken 
under  it,  (provided  nether  the  commissioners  nor  the  witnesses  haye 
received  notice  of  the  abateinent,)  will  be  good.  . 

An  inrolment  of  a  decnse  may  also  be  made,  and  an  order  to  do  so, 
ntfnc  pjro  tt^tisi!^  be  made^  notiv^ithstanding  an  abatement. 

Where,- however,  the  suit  abates  al]ter  ^  djocree  has  been  pronounced,  bu( 
before  it  is  passed,  there  must  be  a  revivor  before  it  can  be  passed. 

It  is  to  be  reeoUeoted  that  the  Statute  of  Limitations  will  rnn»  pepding 
$n  aba^inent,  in  ;M1  ^ases  e;|^cept  a  decree  to  acconnt. 
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AmendmenU  of  anstver»* 

§  878.  As  we  have  seen  in  a  previous  section,*  after 
an  answer  has  been  put  in  upon  oath,  the  court  viU 
not,  for  obvious  reasons,  readily  suffer  any  alterations 


It  is' to  be  obserred,  that  an  abatementy  althovgit  !t  raspends  proceed- 
ings In  a  oanse,  does  not  pat  an  end  to  them ;  therefore,  where  process  of 
contempt  has  been  ezecnted,  and  a  defendant  is  in  custody  npon  it,  and 
alkenrards  the  snit  abates,  the  defendant  is  not  therebj  entitled  to  hit 
discharge  out  of  evstody,  bnt  he  mnst  mw  thai  the  plaintitf  may  retire 
within  a  limited  time,  or  that  the  bill  may  be  dismissed  and  he  miy  be 
discharged.  So  also,  an  injunction  is  not  dissolved  by  an  abatement,  but 
the  defendant  must,  if  he  wishes  to  get  rid  of  the  ii^nnotlon,  moTO  ibst 
the  plaintiif  may  reviTe  within  a  limited  time,  or  that. the  iajunetien  may 
be  dissolved.  The  same  obserratlens  may  apply  to  reeelTers  appointed 
under  an  order  of  the  Court,  who  are  not  dtschi^ged  on  abatemant 
without  an  order  of  fho  Uke  descriptloB. 

Where  an  abatement  is  partial,  e.  g.  ir^ore  it  Is  oatised  by  the  dealh  of 
a  defendant,  it  prerents  those  proceedings  only  by  which  the  interest  of 
the  deceased  defendant  may  be  affected;  for  the  death  of  a  defendant 
makes  an  abatement  quoad  himself  alone :  therefore,  if  there  be  a  decree 
against  trustees  and  their  cetiui  que  trutt  to  oonvey,  Mid  the  cettui  qw 
tnttt  dies,  the  trustees  may  be  cemp^ed  to  oouTCy,  notwithstanding  bis 
death.  So  also,  pending  an  abatement,  by  the  death  of  a  defendant,  pro* 
eoM  of  contempt  may  be  issued  and  executed  against  the- other  deftad^ 
imts;  and,  we  have  before  seen,  that,  during  such  an  abatement,  the 
Court  will,  at  the  instance  of  a  creditor,  take  the  prosecution  of  a  decree 
from  the  plaintiff. 

It  has,  also,  been  held,  that  the  death  of  a  defendanCf  alter  heating  but 
before  judgment,  does  not  necessarily  prevent  judgment;  but  where, 
upon  a  motion  to  dismiss  for  want  of  prosecution,  the  plaintiff  appears 
and  undertakes  to  set  the  oause  down  for  hearing  within  a  limited  tini«, 
in  default  of  which  the  bill  is  to  stand  dismissed,  and  afterwards  the 
defendant  dies,  and  the  time  for  setting  the  cause  down  expires  before  tlie 
suit  can  be  rerired,  the  order  dismissing  the  bill  is  suspended  during  ^be 
abatement. 

We  have  already  seen  that  where  a  bill  against  several  defendant!  is 
retained,  with  liberty  for  the  plaintiff  to  bring  an  action  against  one  of 
them,  the  trial  may  take  place  during  an  abatement  occasioned  by  t^e 
death  of  another  defendant,  provided  such  other  is  not  diretted  by  the 
decree  to  attend  the  trial,  in  which  case  a  trial  before  the  suit  Is  revived 
against  such  defendant  wi|l  be  irregulftr. 

»  See.  154,  p.  Ci9. 
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to  be  xaade  in  it.  We  allnde  merely  to  alterations  in 
Biftterial  points.  In  any  matter  of  form.,  or  other  un- 
important  matter^  such  as  correcting  a  date,  filling  up  a 
blank,  and  the  like,  these  amendments  may  be  made  as 
of  course.  This  is  allowed  by  special  rule  in  the 
United  States  Circuit  Courts,^  and  it  is  the  practice  in 
the  Virginia  State  Courts;  yet,  after  alterations  of 
this  kind,  the  answer  should  be  re-sworn  to.  But  after 
replication,  or  after  the  cause  is  set  down  for  a  hearing, 
an  answer  will  not  be  amended,  in  the  United  States 
Circuit  Courts,  in  any  material  matters,  as  by  adding 
new  facts  or  defences,  05  qualifying  or  altering  the 
original  statements,  except  by  special  leave  of  thfe 
court  or  of  a  judge  thereof,  upon  motion  and  cause 
shown,  after  due  notice  to  the  adverse  party,  supported, 
if  required,  by  affidavit ;  and  in  every  o^se  where  leave 
is  so  granted,  the  court  or  judge  •  granting  the  same 
may,  in  his  discretion,  require  that  the  same  be  sepa- 


■^«- 


Wbere  the  abliieiaent  of  ft  sdit  if  total,  an  ord^ir  to  revive  ptaoee  tlw 
mit  and  aU  the  proceedings  in  it,  in  precisely  the  "  same  plight,  state,  and 
condition  that  the  same  were  in  at  the  time  when  the  abatement  took 
pUee/'  and  the  new  plaintiff  nay  take  the  same  proceedings  in  the  cause 
that  ^e  m^ginal  plaintiff  might  have  done^  thus  the  plaintiff  in  a  revived 
suit  may  amend  the  original  biU  in  the  same  manner  that  the  original 
j^aintiff  might  have  done,  and  may  issue  an  aftaohment  against  the 
defendant  for  not  answering  the  amended  bilU  80  alio,  the  new.  plaintiff 
may  proseonte  process  of  contempt  against  the  defendant,  taking  it  up 
where  it  left  off  at  the  abatement;  and  if  a  process  has  been  issued  before 
the  abatement,  it  will  be  revived  by  the  order  to  revive. 

The  ease  is  different  where  the  abatement  is  occasioned  by  the  death  of 
a  defendant;  in  such  case,  the  process  being  personal,  cannot  be  revived. 
In  general,  however,  where  an  abatement  is  o<3ea8ioned  By  the  death  of  a 
defendant,  the  order  to  revive  against  the  representatives  of  such  de- 
fendant will  place  the  suit  as  fully  in  the  same  position  with  regard  to 
such  representatives  as  can  be  done,  with  reference  to  the  change  of  tha 
individuals  before  the  Court."    III.  Dan.  Gh.  Pr.  323,  et  aeq. 
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rately  engrossed,  and  added  as  a  dfetinct  amendment  to 
the  original  answer,  so  as  to  be  distinguishable  there* 
from.^^  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  the  leave-  to 
amend  an  answer,  if  deemed  proper  by  the  Court,  ia 
granted  after  due  notice  to  the  adverse  party. 


'<•••» 


CHAPTER  V. 


Interlocutory  applicationf^, 

§  379.  An  interlocutory  applieation  is  a  reqtiest  made 
to  the  court  for  its  aid  in  a  matter  arising  in  the  course 
of  the  cause.  It  may  either  relate  to  the  process  of 
tlie  court,  or  to  the  protection  of  the  property  in  litiga- 
tion pendente  lite^  or  to  any  other  matter  upon  which 
the  interference  of  the  court  is  required  at  any  time. 
Applications  of  this  kind  are  mad6  either  orally  or  in 
writing — ^in  the  former  case,  they  are  cdS^^moiipm; 
in  the  latter  petition^} 

MOTIONS. 

§380.  I'here  are  motions  of  course^ni  special  mo- 
tions. The  former  may  be  made  without  notice  to  the 
opposite  party ;  the  latter  can  only  be  made  after  rea- 
sonable notice. 

<i  LX.  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 
1 1.  Bail).  Ch.  Pr.  56&. 
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§  381.  Motions  may  be  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  any 
of  the  parties,  or  by  a  quasi  party  (as  in  the  case  of  a 
creditor  coming  in  under  a  decree,)  but  strangers  to  the 
record  may  not  apply  to  the  court  by  motion;  such 
should  file  a  petition. 

§  382.  The  distinctive  differences  between  motions  of 
oonrse  and  special  motions,  seem  not  to  be  very  well 
settled;  the  former,  however,  are  defined  to  be  such  as 
it  iB  a  matter  of  course  to  grant,  while  the  latter  need 
some  ground  to  be  laid  for  them,  either  by  the  previous 
order,  or  by  the  pleadings  in  the  cause,  or  by  affidavits. 

PETITIONS. 

• 

§383.  These  are  applications  in  writing  for  an  order 
of  court,  stating  the  circumstances  lipon  which  they 
are  founded,,  and  are  duly  entitled  of  the  cause  and 
oourt  in  which  they  are  to  be  filed.  They  are  usually 
r^Bbrted  to  whenever  the  nature  of  the  application  to 
the  court  requires  a  fuller  statement  than  can  be  conve- 
niently made  in  a  notice  of  motion.^  Strangers  to  the 
record  are,  as  we  have  seen,  required  to  file  a  petition, 
ifhevL  those  who  are  parties  may  obtain  the  relief  sought 
by  mere  motion. 

§  384.  Brevity  and  form  are  the  two  things  chiefly 
to  be  observed  in  drawing  petitions ;  to  which  may  be 
added,  care  to  avoid  scandal  or  impertinence,  for  which 
a  petition,  as  well  as  any  other  proceeding,  may  be 
referred.^ 

§  385.  In  some  of  the  State  Courts  of  the  Union, 
petitions  are  required  to  be  signed  and  sworn  to  by  the 

"  ■  ■  I     I     I  I  >       I  I     I        I  I     I     I         I  I  I     I  II  I  I  I        -!■  I      II  I  i  I 

« I.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  678. 
>  I.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  580. 
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petitioner  and  signed  by  his  solicitor  and  connseL  In 
the  United  States  Circuit  Conrts,  and  in  tlie  Virginia 
State  Courts,  the  petition  is  signed  by  the  petitioner, 
and  it  ifl  flometimes  accompanied  by  an  affidavit  of  the 
truth  of  the  facts  stated  in  it. 

§  386.  It  is  not  the  practice  to  institute  either  in  the 
United  States  Circuit  Courts,  or  in  the  Virginia  State 
Courts,  an  equity  proceeding  by  petition.  They  are 
usually  filed  in  suits  already  pending,  or  which  have 
been  pending  in  these  courts. 

ORDERS. 

§  387.  In  a  previous  section,^  it  was  stated  that  a 
distinction  had  been  made  in  the  books  between  decrees 
proper  and  interlocutory  orders,  the  former  referring  to 
such  adjudications  or  orders  as  the  court  may  make  at 
the  hearing,  and  the  latter  having  referetice  to  orders 
not  made  at  the  hearing  of  the  cause,  i.  e.  when  the 
parties  are  not  fuilly  at  issue  before  the  court.  The 
latter  are  tedinically  termed  "orders,"  to  distinguish 
them  from  decrees. 

§  388.  These  orders  generally  pertain  to  matters, 
merely  collateral,  nor  going  to  the  adjudication  of  the 
questions  in  issue.  Sometimes  they  are  intended  to 
hasten  the  maturing  of  the  cause ;  at  others,  to  take 
care  of  the  property  in  controversy ;  at  others,  to  com- 
pel the  appearance  of  a  party.  It  is  evident  therefore, 
that  these  orders  may  be  made  either  before  or  after 
the  cause  is  matured. 

§  389.  There  are  orders  of  course  or  common  orders, 
and  special  orders ;  the  former  made  as  of  course  with- 

4  Section  237. 


INTBELOCUTORY  APPLICATIONS.  189 

«iit  notioe  to  the  opposite  party,  and  the  latter  requiring 
such  notice. 

§  890.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  orders 
may  be  made  at  Chambers,  by  the  Judge,  or  on  the 
rule  days,*  and  these  orders  are  entered  in  an  order- 
book  kept  for  the  purpose  by  the  clerk.  Save  where 
personal  or  other  notice  is  specially  required  or  di- 
rected, the  clerk's  entry  in  the  order-book  in  these 
courts  is  deemed  sufficient  notice  to  the  parties  or  their 
solicitors,  without  further  service  thereof,  of  all  orders 
touching  any  and  all  the  matters  in  the  suits,  to  and  in 
which  they  are  parties  and  solicitors.' 

§  891.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  save  in  special 
cases,  such  as  the  granting  of  an  injunction,  and  the 
like,  and  saving  those  orders  granted  by  the  clerk  at 
rules,  orders  are  usually  entered  by  the  court  during 
term  time. 

§  392.  Orders,  like  decrees,  may  be  enforced  by  the 
process  N  of  contempt.'  Orders  are  always  under  the 
control  of  the  court ;  they  may  be  opened,  varied  and 
discharged,  upon  application,  if  the  court  deem  it  rea- 
sonable,^ but  an  order  or  decree  by  consent  cannot  be 
varied  or  modified  in  an  esg0ntial  point  without  the 
assent  of  both  parties,* 

AFFIDAVITS* 

§  393;  An  affidavit  is  an  oath  in  writing,  sworn  to 
before  some  person  who  has  authority  to  administer  an 


■•«n« 


5  III.  Bule  Supreme  Court  U.  S. 

c  IV.  Bule  Supreme  Court  TJ.  S. 

7  II.  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  598. 

s  I.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  695. 

9  I.  Barb.  Cb.  Pr.  59Q.    Leiteb  v,  Cumptton,  4  Paige,  47 A. 
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oath;^^  when  to  be  used  in  a  cause,  an  affidavit  shotdd 
be  properly  entitled  of  the  cause  and  the  court  in  which 
suit  is  pending.^^ 

§  394.  Affidavits  may  be  made  by  the  parties  in  the 
suit  during  the  progress  thereof;  but  they  can  oaly  be 
read  on  motions,  &c. ;  they  are  inadmissible  as  evi* 
dence  at  the  hearing.^ 

§  896.  Affidavits,  like  other  pleadings  in  equity, 
should  not  contain  scandalous  or  impertinent  matter.^' 

INJUNCTIONS  AND  WRITS  OF  Nfi  EXBAT^ 

§  396.  Injunctions  and  writs  of  ne  exeat^  though  they 
may  be  obtained  in  an  equity  proceeding,  after  the 
institution  of  a  suit,  are  usually  granted  prior  to  the 
institution  of  a  suit,  and  will  therefore  be  treated  of  in 
another  chapter.  *' 

RECEIVERS. 

§397.  These  are  usually  appointed  by  the  court  to 
receive  the  rents  and  profits  of  land  or  other  property 
or  things  in  question  pending  the  suit,  whefre  it  does 
not  appear  reasonable  that  either  party  should  do  so." 
The  appointment  of  receivers  rests  In  the  discretion  of 
the  court. 

ABATEMJBNT   AND    REVIVOR. 

§  898.  The  abatement  of  a  suit  in  equity  is  merely 
an  interruption  to  the  suit,  suspending  its  progress  until 

10  I.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  597. 
^  >i  I.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  600. 

u  Ibid.  599.  13  Ibi4.  602. 

w  I.  Barb  Cb.  Pr.  658. 
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hevf  parties  are  brought  before  the  court;  and  when- 
ever a  suit  abates,  there  must  be  a  revival,  before  the 
questions  in  issue  can  be  adjudicated  by  the  court. 

§  399.  In  the  Unitfed  States  Circuit  Courts,  whenever 
a  suit  in  equity  becomes  abated  by  the  death  of  either 
party,  or  by  any  other  event,  the  same  may  be  revived 
by  a  bill  of  revivor,  or  a  bill  in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of 
revivor,  as  the  circumstances  of  the  case  may  require^ 
jSled  by  the  proper  parties  entitled  to  revive  thd  same  : 
which  bill  may  be  filed  at  any  time ;  and  upon  suggest 
tion  of  the  facts,  the  proper  process  of  subpoena  will  be 
issued  by  the  clerk,  requiring  the  proper  representa-> 
rives  of  the  other  party  to  appear  and  shew  cause,  if 
any  they  have,  why  the  cause  should  not  be  revived ; 
and  if  no  cause  is  shewn  at  the  next  rule  day  which 
shall  occur  afflbr  fourteen  days  from  the  time  of  the 
service  of  the  subpoena,  the  suit  will  stand  revived  as 
of  course**®  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  as  we  have 
leen,  s  suit  in  equity  may  be  revived  without  resorting 

to  a  bill  of  revivor.^^    See  Sook  II.  Chap.  IV.  ante. 

— — — —  ■  ' — ■  II '  I.  -....» 

u  LVI.  Rnle  Supreme  Court  U.  §. 
i*  See  See.  88|  nnte. 


193  suit  IN   EQUITY. 


CHAfTEE  VI. 


lNJUNC*tONS  AND  WRITS  OF  Nt:  BXEAti 

§  400.  A  writ  of  injuQction  may  be  described  as  a 
judicial  process  whereby  a  party  is  required  to  do  a 
particular  thingi  or  to  refrain  from  doing  a  particular 
thing,  according  to  the  exigency  of  the  writ;^  The 
object  of  this  process,  which  is  extensively  used  iti 
equity  proceedings,  is  generaUy  preventive  and  pro- 
tective rather  than  restorative;  though  it  is  by  no 
means  confined  to  the  former.'  It  seetfl  to  prevent  a 
meditated  wrong  more  often  than  to  redress  an  injury 
already  done.  It  is  not  confined  to  cases  falling  within 
the  exercise  of  the  coneorreiit  jurisdiction  of  the^ourt; 
but  it  equally  applies  to  cases  belonging  to  its  exdusive 
and  auxiliary  jurisdiction. 

§  401.  Injunctions  are  usually  granted  on  bills  spe- 
cially prepared  with  the  view  to  obtain  the  injoining 
order  of  the  court,  anterior  to  the  institution  of  the 
suit;  but  they  may  be  obtained  subsequent  to  insti- 
tution of  suit  and  to  the  filing  of  original  bill. 

§  402.  Injunctions  are  either  provisional,  general  or 
perpetual.  Provisional  injunctions  are  such  as  are  to 
continue  until  the  coming  in  of  defendant's  answer,*  or 

1  Gilb.  For.  Rom.  192, 194. 

2  story  Eq.  Joris.,  BeoUons  156, 156. 

s  Se«  Tomer  v.  Seott^  Me,,  6  Rand.  833. 
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until  the  hearing  of  the  cause^  ot  tmtil  the  Master  has 
mad©  his  report.^  A  general  injunction  is  the  process 
ordinarily  employed  in  a  cause,  and  continues  in  force 
until  the  further  order  of  the  Court/  Perpetual  in* 
junctions  are  such  as  form  pArt  of  the  decree  made  at 
the  hearing  upon  the  merits,  Ifhereby  the  defendant  is 
perpetually  inhibited  from  the  assertion  of  a  right,  or 
perpetually  restrtt>ined  from  the  commission  of  ftn  act 
which  would  te  contrary  to  equity  and  good  cofasciehce.^ 

§403.  An  injunction  will  not  be  ordered,  or  thid 
writ  issued,  in  any  case,  until  the  bill  has  been  £Qed; 
and  usually  the  bill  must  pray  specially  for  an  injunc* 
tion,  and  be  verified  by  affidavit,  as  an  itij  unction  will 
not  be  granted  under  a  prayer  for  general  relief,  unless 
the  necessity  for  it  grows  out  of  the  proceedings,  and 
not  from  the  original  situation  of  the  parties.^ 

§  404«  Injunctions  are,  in  the  United  States  Gircuit 
Courts,^  granted  by  those  courts  ivhen  in  session,  or  by 
a  judge  thereof  in  vaeationw  The  Virginia  Circuity 
County  or  Corporation  Courts  may  grant  injunctions 
in  term  time,  except  that  a  County  or  Corporation 
Court  shall  not  award  an  injunction  to  a  judgment  or 
proceeding  of  any  ether  court ;  and  Judges  of  Circuit 
Courts  in  Virginia  are  empowered  to  grant  injunctions 
in  vacation.® 

And  when  a  Circuit  Court  or  a  Judge  thereof  refuses 
to  award  an  injunction,  a  copy  of  the  proceedings  iii 

4  L  Barb.  Oh.  Pr.  6ft8< 

6  L  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  613.  6  Ibid.  613. 

7  L  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  616,  and  eases  there  olted.  See>  Code  of  Virginia^ 
ehap.  179j  see.  8 ;  a  speoial  statate  as  to  granting  of  injunctions  ih  Vir- 
ginia. 

9  See  Code  of  Virginiai  chap.  179,  sec.  4  and  6. 
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Court,  atd  the  original  papers  presented  to  thd  Judge  . 
in  vacation,  with  his  order  of  refusal,  iday  be  presented 
to  a  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Appeals,  trho  miy  thero- 
upon  award  the  injunotian.* 

§  406.  Injunctions  may  be  appMed  for  ett  parte^  or 
tipon  notice,  of  upon  an  order  to  shew  cause.  The 
application  is  usually  et  parte,  if  made  before  the  de- 
fetidant  has  appeared,  but  the  court  or  judge  may 
require  notice  to  be  served  on  the'  defendant,  or  may 
enter  au  order  to  shew  cause  why  the  icj unction  should 
not  be  grcinted ;  in  either  of  which  cases,  he  will  hare 
an  opportunity  to  appear  and  contest  the  right  of  the 
plaintiff  to  have  an  injunction  i^siie.^^ 

§  406.  Usually^  when  an  irijiinetioil  is  granted,  the 
party  obtaining  the  injunction  is  required  to  give  bond 
in  a  sufficient  pfenalty,  affixed  by  the  dourt,  with  such 
eondition  as  the  court  may  prescribe ;  an.d,  in  thj&  Y ir- 
ginia  State  Courts,  when  an  injunction  to  a  judgment 
or  decree  is  obtained,  the  statute  specially  prescribes 
that  the  band  shall  be  conditionod  that  the  party  ob- 
taining the  injunction  shall  pajr  the  judgment  or  decree, 
(proceedixigs  on  which  are  enjoined,)  and  all  such  costs 
as  may.  be  awarded  against  htm,  and  all  such  daniages 
as  may  be.  incurred  in  case  the  injunction  be  dissolved ; 
and,  in  case  a  forthcoming  bond  has  been  given  under 
said  judgment  or  decree,  the  bond  should  be  further 
conditioned  to  indemnify  and  save  harmless  the  sure- 
ties in  said  forthcoming  bond,  and  their  representatives 
against  all  loss  or  damage  in  consequence  of  said  sure- 
tyship." 


9  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  179,  sec.  7. 
>o  See  Code  of  Virginiit,  chap.  179,  sec.  3. 
"  See  Code  of  Virginiay  chap.  ISO,  tec.  10. 
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§40Y.'In  th)e  case  of  a  personal  representative  or 
other  person,  from  whom,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court 
or  judge  awarding  the  injunction,  it  may  be  improper 
to  require  a  bond,  bond  will  not  be  required.^^ 

§  408.  If  the  injunction  be  to  a  judgment  or  decree, 
the  bond  will  be  g;iven  before  the  clerk  of  the  court 
in  -which  such  judgment  or  decree  was  rendered;  in 
other  cases,  the  bond  will  be  given  before  the  clerk 
of  the  court  in  which  the  suit  is,  wherein  the  injunction 
i3  awarded. ^^ 

§  409.  When  an  injunction  is  granted  to  a  judgment, 
it  is  the  practice  to  require  the  plaintiff  in  injunction 
bill  to  execute  a  release  of  errors  at  law.  This  prac- 
tice is  founded  upon  the  general  principle  of  equity 
that  a  party  shall  not  be  permitted  to  sue  bpth  p.t  l|iw 
and  in  equity,  for  the  same  thing.^* 

§  410.  Injunctions  may  be  dissolved  in  vacation,  in 
the  Virginia  State  Circuit  Courts,  after  reasonable  no- 
tice to  the  adverse  party  ;^*  but  in  these  courts,  as  in 
the  County  and  Corporation  Courtfe,  the  usual  practice 
pursued  is,  to  move  for  a  dissolution  of  the  injunction 
at  the  iSrst  terni  after  it  has  been  granted.  Iii  term 
time,  injunctioiis  granted  in  the  Circuit  Courts,  or  the 
County  or  Corporation  Courts,  may  be  dissolved. 

K  Sec  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  180,  gee.  10.     ' 

'3  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  180,  sec.  10. 

'^  11  Rub.  Pr.  240,  and  cases  there  cited.  Sometimea  a  party  who  is 
defendant  in  an  action  at  law,  comes  into  equity  for  relief,  w"hile  the 
action  is  still  pending.  In  such  case,  the  generRl  rule  is,  that  he  mtfst 
confess  judgment  at  law,  aad  rely  loletly  on  tho  €«iurt  of  Eqoifj  for  relief. 
And  should  an  in jnnctioD  to- the  prooeedlBgs  at  law '  be  awarded  without 
directing  such  coofaseion,  upon  motion  to  the  Court  of  Equity  it  will  order 
the  injunction  to  stand  dis^olred,  unkas Judgment  bo  confessed.  War^ 
mck\  Ac.  V.  Norvellf  1  Leigh,  96. 

13  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  180,  sec.  12. 
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§  411,  In  the  Virginia  Circuit  Courts,  when  an  in- 
junction is  wholly  dissolved,  the  bill  will  stand  dis- 
missed, of  course,  with  costs,  unless  sufficient  cause  be 
shewn  against  such  dismission  at  the  next  term ;  when 
such  injunction  has  been  wholly  dissolved,  and  the  bill 
is  pending  in  a  County  or  Corporation  Court,  the  bill 
Vrill  be  dismissed,  of  course,  with  costs,  unless  suffi- 
cient cause  be  shewn  against  such  dismission,  at  or 
before  the  second  term  after  the  dissolution,  whether  a 
monthly  or  quarterly  term.^* 

§  412.  As  in  other  cases,  so  here,  either  party  may 
appeal  from  a  decree  of  court  dissolving  or  perpetuating 
an  injunction. 

WRIT  OP  NB   BXBAT. 

§  413.  This  writ,  originally  applicable  to  purposes 
of  State  only,  was  afterwards  extended  to  private  trans- 
fictions,^^  Its  design  was  to  prevent  a  party  from  flee- 
ing the  qountry  to  avoid  the  payment  of  a  just  demand 
or  to  avoid  the  justice  and  equity  of  the  court,  and 
was,  in  its  original  conception,  confined  to  cases  where 
the  claim  upon  the  party  going  abroad  was  equitable, 
in  oppositiqn  to  a  legal  demand  on  which  the  defendant 
might  be  arrested  and  obliged  to  give  bail.^^  This  origi- 
nal purpose  of  the  writ  has  been  strictly  adhered  to, 
and  the  writ  is  not  granted  save  on  equitable  claims.^' 


16  Code  of  VlrgisU,  ohap.  119,  sac.  14. 

IT  III.  Dmi.  Ch.  Pr.  875.  u  Ibid- 

{•The  ealy  e^Mptios  to  tho  rale  in  Engluidf  mji  DftaloU,  which 
require!  the  denuid  te  be  equitable,  is  In  the  inttMiee  of  alimonj  decreed 
by  the  Spiritnal  Coart»  in  which  Ooavt»  m  the  Spiriftoal  Ckmrt  cannot  take 
bail,  thii  Conrt  wiU  lead  itf  assistance  to  the  woman.  See  IIL  Dan.  Ch. 
Pr.  876. 
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§414.  In  the  Virginia  State  CotLrts,  the  Code  of 
Yirginia  abolished  the  right  to  hold  the  party  defend- 
ant to  baU  in  any  action  at  common  law ;  and  the  spirit 
of  that  enactment  was  extended  to  ^i^nitable  demands, 
bj  a  failture  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  to  re-enact 
former  statutes  giving  the  courts  of  the  State  authority 
to  issue  writs  of  ne  exeat.^  So  that,  in  these  courts^ 
mrits  of  ne  exeat  are  now  not  used. 

§  415.  The  right  to  grant  writs  of  ne  exeat  regno  is 
recognized  as  existing  in  the  United  States  Circuit 
Courts,  by  the  rules  prescribed  for  the  use  of  theses 
courts  f^  and  in  these  courts,  the  rule  just  laid  down  in 
regard  to  the  issuing  of  this  writ  prevails,  to* wit :  that 
the  claim  upon  which  the  writ  is  sought  to  be  obtaitied 
must  be  an  equitable  claim. 

§  416.  It  is  presumed,  in  the  absence  of  express  at- 
thority  on  the  point,  that  these  courts  will  not  issue 
writs  of  ne  exeai  in  any  case  arising  in  a  State  where^ 
by  express  legislation,  the  right  to  hold  to  bail  in  ah 
action  at  common  law  has  been  abolished,  and  the 
right  to  issue  writs  of  ne  exeat  has  been  taken  awajr 
from  the  State  Courts ;  as  in  Virginia.^ 

§  417.  The  form  of  a  writ  of  we  exeat,  as  formerly 
used  in  the  Yirginia  State  Courts,  and  specially  pre^ 
scribed  by  statute,  was  as  follows: 


m  8e«  Code  of  YirginiBy  chap.  170|  seo.  5,  ai^d  note  to  that  section^ 

B  XXI.  Bole  Snpremo  Court  U.  S. 

n  The  spirit  of  the  Tir^nia  Statntet  has  been  expressly  carried  out  hy 
the  TJnitod  States  Ciroait  Court  for  the  fourth  Circuit  and  Eastern  Dis- 
trict of  Virginia. 
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"  The  Commonwealth  of  Vii*giiiia  to  the  shilriff  or  coroner 
of  county,  (or  eerjeant  of  the  city,  corporation  or 

borough  of  ,)  greeting :  Whereas  it  is  represented  to 

the  court  of  the  cdunty  of  ,  or  to  the  court  of  the 

city  or  boroijgh  of  ,  (as  the  case  may  be,)  or  to  twp 

of  the  member?  of  one  of  the  aforesaid  courts,  viz  :  A.  B. 
and  C.  D.,  two  justices  or  aldermen,  (as  the  case  may  be,)  on 
the  part  of  E.  F.,  in  a  suit  instituted  by  him  against  G-.  H. 
defendant,  that  the  said  G.  H.  deeignB  qmicddy  to  leave  thi». 
Commonwealth,  as  by  oath  made  in  that  beh4f  appears? 
which  tends  to  the  great  prejudice  and  damage  of  the  said 
E.  F. ;  therefore,  in  order  to  prevent  this  injustice,  yon  arc 
hereby  commanded  that  you  do,  without  delay,  cause  the 
said  Gr.  H.  to  come  before  you,  and  give  sufficient  bail  or 
security  in  the  sura  of  ,  that  he  will  not  go,  or 

attempt  to  go,  out  of  thp  limits  of  thi«  Commonwealth,  with- 
out the  leave  of  our  said  court,  or  performing  such  decree  as 
may  be  made  in  the  suit  aforesiid ;  and,  in  case'  the  said  G. 
H.  sluj^  refuse  to  giTe  «iK;h  bail  or  security,  then  you  are  to 
commit  him  to  the  jail  of  your  county,  city  or  borough,  Tas 
the  case  may  be,)  there  to  be  kept  in  safe  custody,  until  he 
shall  do  so  of  his  own  accord ;  and,  when  you  have  taken 
such  security,  you  are  forthwith  to  make  and  return  a  certifi- 
cate thereof  to  the  justices  of  our  said  coiirt,  distinctly  and 
phdnly,  under  your  seal,  together  with  this  writ. 

"  Witness,  W.  G.  Si,  clerk  of  our  said  eourt,  on  this 
day  of  ,  and  in  the  year  of  the  Commonwealth 

of  Virginia. 

W.'G..S.,  C7^er^-." 

§  418.  The  application  for  a  writ  of  ne  exeat  regno 
is  usually  made  upon  a  bill  praying  specially  the  issue 
of  the  writ,  with  proper  affidavit  of  the  truth  of  the 
statements  contained  in  the  bill.^ 

§  419.  The.  bill  must  be  accomp^imed  \^j  an  affida- 
vit, which  should  be  positive  to  a  debt  or  to  the  belief 


^  The  XXt.  Ralo  of  Supremo  Court  TJ.  S.  cxpreeslj  rcq^aircs  a  special 
prayer. 
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of  the   plaintiff  that  a  certain  balance  of  account  is 
due." 

§  420.  The  general  rule  prevailed  in  the  English 
courts,  that  the  writ  of  He  eweat  is  only  applicable  to 
equitable  demands,  and  that  there  inust  be  not  only  an 
equitable  demand,  but  one  in  the  nature  of  a  debt  ac- 
tually due ;  and  this  rule  has  been  followed  in  Ameri- 
can cases.^  Chancellor  Kent,  however,  in  the  case  of 
Porter  v.  SpenceVy  2  John.  Ch.  Eep.  169,  reviewed  the 
English  adjudications,  and  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  rule  against  the  allowance  of  the  writ,  where  the 
matter  was  of  legal  cognizance,  was  not  inflexible,  but 
would  yield  to  cases  of  necessity,  when  justice  would 
be  defeated  without  the  aid  of  the  writ.^ 


»*  Gemo%  V.  Boeealine,  2  Wa«h.  C.  C.  R.  130.  lA  Thome  y.  nahey,  7 
•Tohn.  Ch,  Hep.,  189,  the  plaintiff  did  nop  fiwear  posilivelj  to  any  indebt- 
edness. This  wis  considered  a  fatal  defect,  and  the  ^vrit  was  discharge'). 
The  rule  seems  to  be  this-^ While  the' plaintiff  must  swear  positiTely  thtit 
a  balance  i^  due,  he  need  no^  swear  to  atay  sum.    See  11  Bub.  Pr>  IDS. 

^  See  Se^numr  ▼.  Maxard,  1  John  Ch.  Kcp.  1,  and  Saiedberg  Vi,  Mark,  0 
Id.  l38,  cited  bj  Robinson. 

2*  Bat  see  Nixon  r.  Richardson,  4  Desau,  108. 
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CHAPTEE  VU. 


Bills  of  interpleader^  bills  to  perpetuate  testimony y  hills 
to  examine  witnesses  de  bene  esse^  bills  of  discovery, 
cross  billsy  and  bUls  of  review* 

§  421.  In  a  former  chapter  we  have  treated  some- 
what cursorily  of  the  several  kinds  of  bills  exhibited  in 
Courts  of  Equity,  and  to  that  chapter  the  reader  is 
referred,^  as  well  as  to  the  fourth  chapter  of  4his  book, 
treating  of  bills  necessary  to  render  perfect  a  suit  ori- 
ginally imperfect  in  its  frame  or  become  so  since  the 
institution  of  the  original  bill.  We  propose  now  to 
devote  further  sections  especially  to  the  consideration 
of  bills  of  interpleader,  bills  to  perpetuate  testimony, 
bUls  to  examine  witnesses  de  bene  essCj  bills  of  dis- 
covery, cross  bills,  and  bills  of  review,  as  being  of  fre- 
quent occurrence  in  the  proceedings  in  Equity  Courts. 

Bills  of  interpleader. 

§  422.  Course  op  Plaintiff. — ^A  bill  of  interpleader 
is  where  the  complainant  claims  no  relief  against  either 
of  the  defendants,  but  the  defendants  claiming  of  him 
the  same  debt  or  duty  by  different  or  separate  inte- 
rests, he  is  uncertain  with  which  of  the  claims  he  ought 
to  comply,  and  applies  to  the  court  by  this  bill  for 
leave  to  pay  the  money  or  deliver  the  property  to  the 

1  Book  L  ohap.  IL 
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one  to  whom  it  of  right  belongs,  and  that  he  may 
thereafter  be  protected  from  the  claims  of  both.^  The 
object  of  this  Jbill  is  to  protect  a  complainant  stand- 
ing in  the  nature  of  an  innocent  stake-holder,  and  it 
will  not  lie  if  the  plaintiff  himself  claims  any  interest 
in  the  property  in  dispute  ;*  nor  will  it  lie  if  the  com- 
plainant is  obliged  to  admit  that,  as  to  either  of  the 
defendants,  he  is  a  wrong-doer.^ 

§  423.  To  maintain  a  bill  of  interpleader,  the  com* 
plainant  must  be  uncertain  to  whom  the  right  belongs ! 
and  if  the  complainant  shews  no  right  to  compel  the 
defendants  to  interplead,  whatever  rights  they  may 
claim,  each  defendant  may  demur.^ 

§  424.  The  matter  of  the  bill  should  conform  to  the 
above  requisitions :  it  should  shew  that  the  complainant 
18  a  mere  stake-holder,  having  no  personal  interest  in 
the  controversy  between  the  parties  claiming  the  funds 
in  his  hands,  and  that  their  respective  claims  against 
him  are  of  the  same  nature  and  character ;  that  there 
is  some  doubt,  in  point  of  fact,  to  which  claimant  the 
debt  or  duty  belongs,  so  that  he  cannot  safely  pay  or 
render  it  to  one  without  risk  of  being  made  liable  for 
the  same  debt  or  duty  if>  the  other.^ 

§  425.  To  a  bill  of  interpleader,  it  is  necessary  to 
annex  an  affidavit  by  the  complainant,  to  the  effect 
that  there  is  no  collusion  between  him  and  any  of  the 
other  parties.^  The  want  of  this  affidavit  is  a  cause  of 
demurrer.® 


«  Welf.  Bq.  PL  14S. 

s  IL  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  117, 118.  4  Ibid. 

»  Welf.  Bq.  PL  162,  'S. 

•  II.  Barb.  Cb.  Pr.  120.  7  ibid. 

8  Mite  PL    Sm  story's  Bq.  PI.  297. 
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§  426.  The  prayer  of  the  bill  conforms  to  the  objects 
for  which  it  is  instituted ;  it  prays  that  tiie  defendant* 
may  set  forth  their  several  titks,  and  may  interplead 
and  settle  and  adjust  their  demands  between  them- 
selves f  that  the  court  will  adjudge  to  whom  the  money 
or  property  belongs,  and  that  the  complainant  may  be 
indemnified :  and  if  any  suits  at  law  are  brought  against 
the  complainant,  the  bill  may  pray  for  an  injunction  to 
restrain  the  claimants  from  proceeding  until  the  right 
is  determmed  ;^'^  but,  in  general,  the  money  must  be 
brought  into  court  before  the  court  will  a^t  oi^  this 
part  of  the  prayer." 

§  427.  Defence. — If  the  bill  does  not  show  a  right 
to  compel  the  defendants  to  interplead,  jf  domurrer 
lifis ;  and  so,  too,  the  bill  may  be  demurred  to,  as  we 
have  seen,  if  there  be  not  annexed  to  it  an  affidavit  of 
non-collusion.^ 

§  428.  The  defendants  may  also  put  in  an  answer 
admitting  or  denying  the  facts  stated  in  the  bill.^ 

BiUb  to  perpetuate  tegtzmony. 

§  429.  A  bill  to  perpetuate  testimony  may  be  brought 
when  a  party  interested  in  any  property  is  in  danger  of 
losing  the  evidence  of  his  right  before  it  can  be  judi- 
eially  investigated.^* 

§  430.  To  such  bills,  the  persons  who  will  be  bene- 
fited by  the  loss  of  the  evidence  will  be  made  parties 
defendant,  and  the  prayer  of  the  bill  will  be  to  examine 
the  witnesses  and  perpetuate  the  testimony." 

e  Story's  Eq.  PL  297.  »o  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  122. 

"  Story'a  Eq.  PL  297.  "  It.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  X22, 

13  II.  Barb.  Oh.  Pr.  12.3.  I4  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  136. 

13  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  13G.  See  sections  433,  4,  poet. 
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1 481.  The  rule  of  most  utility  in  regard  to  suoh 
bills  is  this — ^that  the  party  complainant  mtist  be  inte- 
rested; and  a  mer»  expectancy^  however  »trong,  -will 
not  be  sufficient  to  support  the  bill  ;^®  but  any  actual 
interest,  be  it  small  or  great  in  value,  whether  absolute 
or  contingent,  and  although  remote  in  enjoyment,  is 
sufficient.'^ 

*  §  432.  The  bill  should  state  particularly  the  matter 
touching  which  the  complainant  is  desirous  of  acquiring 
evidence ;  that  the  complainant  has  an  interest  in  the 
subject;  the  nature  of  the  interest;  and  the  interest 
of  the  parties  defendant  to  contest  the  complainant's 
title  ;^^  and  w^hen  the  bill  is  framed  on  the  ground  that 
the  testimony  of  a  witness  may  be  lost  by  his  death  or 
d^arttirc  from  the  State  before  the  case  can  be  inves- 
tigated in  the  Court  of  Law,  it  seems  proper  also,  in 
order  to  avoid  objection,  to  annex  to  it  an  affidavit  of 
the  circumstances  by  which  the  evidence  intended  to  be 
perpetuated  is  in  danger  of  being  lost.'^  When  the 
bill  is  sworn  to,  however,  it  will  be  sufficient  to  state 
the  circnrastances  in  the  bill :  no  other  affidavit  will  be 
necessary.*^ 

§  433.  The  bill  should,  as  we  have  stated,  pray  leave 
to  examine  witnesses  touching  the  matters  stated,  to 
the  end  that  their  testimony  may  bo  preserved  and  per- 
petuated.^^ It  should  also  pray  proper  process ;  but  it 
should  not  pray  that  the  defendant  may  abide  such 

16  IL  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  137.  17  Ibid. 

18  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  140. 

19  Ibid.  141.  20  Ibid. 
21  See  section  i30;  a;i{«. 
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order  and  decree  as  the  court  shall  think  proper  to 
make,  for  that  will  turn  it  into  a  bill  for  relief,  which  is 
inconsistent  with  the  nature  of  a  bill  to  perpetimte 
testimony.^ 

§  434.  Defence.  The  defence  to  a  bill  to  perpet^ate 
testimony  is  the  same  as  in  other  cases,  by  demurrer, 
plea  or  answer,  according  to  the  nature  of  the  case.^ 
A  demurrer  will  seldom  lie  to  a  bill  of  this  nature ;  if 
the  bill  pray  relief,  it  will  of  course  be  demurrable ;  but 
it  has  been  held  that  where  the  relief  and  discovery 
prayed  by  the  bill  were  both  demurrable,  the  defendant 
could  not  demur  to  so  much  of  the  bill  as  sought  to 
perpetuate  testimony.^ 

§  435.  ^^  A  bill  to  perpetuate  testimonyy"  says  an  au- 
thority before  cited,  "is  never  brought  to  a  hearing/*** 


§  436.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts^  bills  to  per- 
petuate testimony  are  of  very  rare  occurrence,  and, 
indeed,  they  have  been  rendered  of  no  Utility  by  the 
late  legislation  of  the  State*  The  statutes  of  this  State 
have  for  a  long  period  provided  in  the  amplest  manner 
for  taking  testimony  in  all  pending  cases,  and  by  the 


B  IL  Barb.  Oh.  Pr.  14S.  Coop.  Bq.  PL  61  MitUr  r.  Skarpt  S  Band. 
41.  But  when  a  biU  is  to  perpetuate  testimonj,  and  also  for  reUof,  the 
court  will  frequently  allow  the  complainant  to  amend  his  bill  by  strikilig 
out  the  relief,  eyen  aftar  the  testimony  has  been  taken  tinder  it.  Fau^Aow 
▼.  Fitzgerald,  1  Sch.  M  Lef.  316,  cited  by  Barbour.  See  II.  Barb.  Oh. 
Pr.  142. 

83  Welf.  Eq.  PL  lid. 

M  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  142. 

2s  See  Vaughan  r.  Fitzgerald,  1  Soh.  ^  Lef.  816.  Also,  II.  Barb.  Ch. 
Pr.  143. 
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recent  Code,  special  provision  is  made  for  the  perpet- 
uation of  testimony  as  to  matters  in  respect  to  which 
there  is  no  suit.^ 

Bill  to  examine  wityiesses  de  bene  esse. 

§  437.  This  bill  bears  a  close  Analogy  to  bills  to  per- 
petuate testimony.  It  is  only  sustainable  ih  kid  of  a 
Bidt  already  depending,  in  this  respect  differing  frbm 
the  bill  to  perpetuate  testimony,  ^hich  may  be  main- 
tained, as  we  have  ^een,  \^hen  there  is  no  present  suit, 
and  when  no  such  suit  can  be  brought  by  the  p^rsofx 
seeking  the  aid  of  the  Court.^ 

§  438.  llie  object  of  the  bill  is  to  take  tte  testimony 
of  witnesses  for  a  trial  at  law,  in  cases  where  the  testi- 
mony may  otherwise  be  lost ;  as  where  th^  withesses 
are  aged  or  infirm,  or  are  about  to  depart  from  the 
State.^ 

§  439.  Depositions  taken  de  bene  esse  are  valid  only 
in  the  cause  in.  which  they  are  taken,  and  against  those 
who  are  parties  to  it  and  claiming  through  some  or  one 
of  those  whose  interest  has  accrued  since  the  bill  was 
filed.^ 

r 

§  440.  The  rules  already  stated  in  regard  to  bills  to 
perpetiute  testimony,  are  for  the  most  part  applicable 
to  bills  to  take  testimony  de  bene  esse., 

S  441.  Both  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  and  in  the 
United  States  Circuit  Courts,  these  bills. have  gone  out 
of  use.     The  statutory  legislation  of  Virginia  and  of 


M  See  Code  of  Virginiay  chap.  176,  see.  34 ;  aUoi  sections  26,  27,  28, 2^, 
30,  3t,  32  and  S3  of  same  chH>ter. 

27  IL  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  144.  as  Ibid.  146.  « Ibid. 
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the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  the  rul(|s  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court,  have  entirely  obviated 
the  necessity  of  filing  such  bills.* 

Bilh  of  discovery. 

§  442.  Every , bill  is  in  reality  a  bill  of  discovery; 
out  the  kind  of  bill  usually  distinguished  by  that  title 
is  a  bill  for  the  discovery  of  facts  resting  in  the  knoi?l- 
iedge  of  the  defendant,  or  of  doods,  or  writings,  or 
bther  things  in  his  custody  and  pbv^er,  and  seeking  eo 
relief  in  consequence,  of  the  discovery,  though  it  m^y 
pray  for  a  stay  of  the  proceedings  at  law  until  the 
discovery  shall  be  made.  It  is  commonly  used  in  aid 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  some  other  court.^ 

§443.  The  complainant  must  be  entitled  to  the  dis- 
ieovery  he  seeks,  and  can  oiily  have  a  discovery  of  what 
is  necessary  for  his  own  title,  and  will  not  be  allowed 
to  prjr  into  that  of  the  defendant.^ 

§  444.  A  discovery  will  not  be  compelled  where  it 
would  subject  the  defendant  to  a  penalty,  forfeiture, 
or  criminal  proceedings,  or  would  be  in  violation  of 
professional  confidfence.® 

§  445.  A  bill  of  discovery  must  be  for  matters  which 
lie  only  in  the  knowledge  of  the  defendant,  and  must 
ball  for  something  which  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the 
complainant  to  set  out  in  his  bill.** 

^  See  Oode  of  Tirgiaia,  chap.  176,  sec.  SI.  Story's  Laws  U.  S.  Vol  L 
p.  64»  LXX»  Bvle  Supreme  Co«rt  IT.  S. ;  and  ehaptor  on  *'  EvkLe&eo,'' 
antt, 

81  Mltf.  Bq.  PI.  63.    IL  Bart>.  Ch.  Pr.  101. 

»  Oooper'fl  Eq.  PI.  68^    II.  Barb.  Gh.  ?r.  1#1. 

88  Welf.  Eq.  PI.  119.    Story's  Bq.  PI.  ••  54T* 

84  U.  Barb.  Ok.  Pr.  103. 
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S  446,  The  bill  should  state  the  matter  concerning 
which  a  discovery  is  sought,  the  interest  of  the  several 
parties  in  the  subject,  and  the  complainant's  right  tb 
the  discovery  asked  for.  It  must  shew  a  privity  be- 
tween the  complainant  and  defendant,  and  state  with 
reasonable  certainly  its  true  nature  and  character.'*  It 
must  also  state  that  the  discovery  is  asked  fot  the  pur- 
pose of  some  suit  brought  or  intended  to  be  brought  ;* 
and  when  the  bill  is  brought,  before  any  action  is  com- 
menced, it  is  usual  to  aver  that  the  discovery  of  the 
facts  is  necessary  to  enable  the  party  to  commence  his 
suit  aright.*' 

§  447.  The  prayer  of  the  bill  is  usually  to  the  effect 
that  the  complainant  may  have  of  the  defendant  "  a 
full  disclosure  and  discovery  of  all  and  every  the  mat- 
ters and  things''  stated  before,  and  that  "  the  defendant 
may  abide  the  order  and  direction^  of  the  court."  It 
seems  that  if  any  exercise  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  is  prayed  which  involves  the  necessity  of  a  hear- 
ing and  decree  or  decretal  order,  on 'these  rights,  the 
suit  is  thereby  rendered  a  suit  for  relief,  and  is  liable 
to  all  the  incidents  of  that  proceedilig,*' 

§  448.  Befenee,  To  a  bill  of  discovery,  a  defendant 
may  either  plead,  answer  or  demur.  If  the  matter  re- 
lied on  by  the  defendant  constitutes  a  defence  t©  the 
relief  or  purpose  sought  by  the  bill,  whether, that  relief 
be  at  law  or  in  equity ;  or  if  the  defence  be  that  the 


»  IL  Barb.  Cb.  Pr.  104.  36  Ibid.  105.  vt  Ibid. 

»  Observe,  tbat  tbe  **  decree"  of  the  court  is  not  prayed  for  t  bvt  if  it 
were,  if  there  be  no  prayer  for  relief,  the  bill  wilt  be  considered  as  a  biU 
for  disoOTery  merely.    See  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  107,  and  oases  there  cited. 

»  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  107. 
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complainant  has  no  title  to  equitable  relief;  or  that  the 
complainant  has  no  interest  in  the  subject  matter ;  or 
that  the  defendant  is  a  bona  fide  purchaser  for  a  valu- 
able consideration,  without  notice ;  or  that  the  bill  does 
not  declare  a  purpose  for  which  courts  of  equity  will 
compel  a  discovery;  or  that  the  complainant  is  under 
some  disability  :  in  these  and  the  like  cases,  though  the 
defence  extends  to  the  entire  subject  of  the  suit,  it 
seems  that  the  objection  must  be  taken  by  way  of  plea 
or  demurrer :  and  it  is  a  general  rule  that  unless  the 
defendant  can  protect  himself  by  demurrer  or  plea, 
according  to  the  nature  of  the  case,  he  must  answer,*^ 

§  449.  As  soon  as  the  answer  is  filed,  containing  the 
discovery,  the  purposes  of  the  suit  are  accomplished, 
and  the  suit  is  not  brought  to  a  hearing.  The  defend- 
ant in  such  case  is  entitled  to  his  costs.'^^ 


§  450.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  bills  of  dis- 
covery are  rarely,  if  ever,  filed.  The  statutes  of  the 
State  have  made  ample  provision  for  obtaining  discove- 
ries from  parties  to  actions  at  law,  without  resorting  to 
a  Court  of  Equity.^^ 

OroBB  bills, 

§  451.  In  a  previous  chapter,  we  have  stated  that  It 
was  necessary  for  the  full  protection  of  defendants  in 
certain  cases,  that  a  cross  bill  should  be  filed.^  As  a 
defendant  cannot  pray  any  thing  in  his  answer  except 

■  I  .  .-■-.-,,   I I  ,--■  1 1.  ,     .,  I        1      — '— — 

40  IL  Barb  Ch.  Pr.  109.  -"  Ibid.  115.     Coop.  PI.  6^. 

4^  See  Code  of  Virginia,  ohi^p.  176,  leo.  38,  39  »od  40. 
43  See  seotion  1(6,  antt. 
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to  be  dismissed  the  court,  if  he  has  any  relief  to  pray 
or  discovery  to  seek,  he  must  do  so  by  a  bill  of  his  own, 
which  is  called  a  cross-bill.^* 

§  452.  A  cross  bill  may  be  brought  either  to  obtain 
a  discovery  of  facts  in  aid  of  the  defence  to  the  origi- 
nal bill,  or  to  obtain  some  relief  founded  6n  the  col- 
lateral claims  of  the  party  filing  it.^ 

§  453.  The  necessity  of  a  cross  bill  for  discovery, 
arises  from  the  general  rule  in  equity  that  the  com- 
plainant in  a  suit  cannot  be  examined  as  a  witness  in 
that  suit.  There  are  not  unfrequently  cases  in  which 
the  particular  transaction  is  known  only  to  the  acting 
parties.  In  these,  the  cross  bill  affords  a  perfect  reci- 
procity of  proof  t6  each  party,  derived  from  the  an- 
swers of  each,*^ 

§  454.  Sometimes  a  cross  bill  is  resorted  to  by  the 
defendant,  when  by  the  rules  of  pleading  in  equity  he 
would  not  otherwise  be  ahl^  to  avail  himself-  of  the 
matter  of  his  defence.  Thus,  if  the  defence  has  arisen 
after  the  caus^  is  at  issue,  or  if  the  complainant  has 
released  the  defendant,  or  there  has  been  an  award 
made  on  a  reference  after  issue  joined,  a  defendant 
may  bring  them  before  the  court  on  a  cross  bill.*'  A 
cross  bill  is  also  necessary  to  enable  a  defendant  to 
have  a  decree  against  a  co-defendant.*® 

§  455.  The  connection  of  the  matter  of  a  cross  bill 
(in  itself  either  legal  or  equitable)  with  the   subject 

^^"-       ■■  ■■-■■■         ■■■      ....I       I      ■■—■  .1  ■■„_,■_,_■■       ■■  ^— ■■■  I  I  ,  ■■■>■■■  I  ..^  11^  >      ■•      H 

**  Lube's  Eq.  PL  39.    II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  126. 
-     45 II.  Bftrb.  Ch.  Pr.  127*    Story's  Bq.  PL  s.  389. 

4«  Story's  Eq.  PL  s.  390.    II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  127. 
,      ^^  Cooper's  Eq.  PL  86,  87*    Mitf.  PL  82. 

«  Mitf.  PL  81. 
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inatter  of  the  original  bill,  gives  the  court  jurisdiction 
of  the  cross  bill,  of  which  it  cannot  be  ousted  by  a 
dismission  of  the  original  bill.^ 

§  456.  A  cross  bill  should  state  the  original  bill  and 
proceedings  thereon,  and  the  rights  of  the  party  exhib- 
iting the  bill  which  are  necessary  to  be  made  the  sub- 
ject of  cross  legislation,  or  the  ground  on  .which  he 
resists  the  claims  of  the  plaintiff  in  the  original  bill, 
if  that  is  the  object  of  the  new  bill.*^  Ij  a  cross  bill, 
a  party  cannot  question  what  he  has  admitted  in  his 
answer." 

§  457.  A  cross  bill  filed  for  collateral  relief  differs  in 
no  respect  from  the  common  form  of  an  original  bill.^ 

§  458.  Defence,  A  complainant  in  the  original  bill, 
as  well  as  other  parties  to  the  cross  bill,  may  plead, 
answer  or  demur  to  the  cross  bill ;  but  a  plea  to  the 
person  of  the  complainant  in  a  cross  bill,  (unless  exhib- 
ited by  a  person  incapable  alone  to  institute  a  suit,) 
and  a  demurrer  for  want  of  equity  in  such  bill,  wiU  not 
lie.^  Nor  does  a  plea  to  the  jurisdiction  lie  to  such 
bill.^ 

§  459.  A  complainant  in  the  original  bill  has  the 
priority,  and  will  not  be  compelled  to  answer  the  cross 


49  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  128.     Wiekliffe  y.  Clatf,  1  Dana,  689* 

soMitf.  P1.81. 

it  Hudtontf  d;6*  V.  Hudion'9  ex*r.,  3  Randt  V^ 

fiJ  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  132. 

M  Mitf.  Eq.  PI.  291.     II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  132,  133. 

M  Mitf.  Eq.  PI.  291.  Though  the  authorities  do  not  so  state,  it  is  pre- 
sumed that  the  complainant  alone  in  original  bill  is  precluded  from 
malcing  these  defences.  We  see  no  reason  why  others  should  be  debarred 
from  making  them,  in  ca^es  in  ^hich  such  defences  were  made  to  originsil 
bill.    See  Mitf.  Eq.  PI.  203,  as  to  reason  of  rule  announced  in  the  text. 
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bill  until  the  defendant  has  put  in  his  answer  to  the 
original  bill  y^  but  if  the  plaintiff  in  the  original  cause 
amends  his  bill  in  material  points,  subsequent  to  the 
filing  of  the .  cross  bill,  the  amended  bill  will  be  consid- 
ered as  a  new  bill,  and  he  thereby  loses  his  priority.^ 

§  460.  If  a  cross  bill  be  taken  as  confessed,  it  may 
be  used  as  evidence  against  the  complainant  in  the 
original  suit,  on  the  hearing,  and  will  have  the  same 
effect  as  if  he  had  admitted  the  same  facts  in  an 
answer.*'^ 

§  461.  After  both  causes  are  at  issue,  the  complain- 
ant in.  the  cross  suit  may  have  an  order  that  they  be 
heard  together,  but  it  is  not  indispensable  that  they 
be  heard  together.^  The  court  will  not  suspend  the 
hearing  of  the  original  cause  on  account  of  a  .  cross 
bill,  when  the  cross  bill  has  been  filed  at  an  unreason- 
ably late  period,  or  when  the  plaintiff  in,  the  cross  bill 
has  practiced  delay  in  preparing  it  for  a  hearing.^* 

§  462.  Sometimes,  at  the  hearing  of  an  original 
cause,  a  cross  bill  is  directed  to  be  filed ;  tod  even 
after  interlocutory  decree,  such  direction  has  been 
given.** 

'  '  — — • —  ■"'■■*■'■  ■ -I    ■  ■  ■      I    I  ;  ■      ' 

t 

«  Lube's  Eq.  PL  l43.  See  Code  of  Virginia^  ehap.  171,  see.  15 ;  also, 
LXXIL  Kule  Supreme  Court  U.  S.,  printed  in  Appendix  to  this  volume. 

60  Lube's  Sq.  PI.  143.  If  an  orig^lnal  bill  is  abated  hj  the  marriage 
of  a  complainant,  and  a  oross  bill  is  then  filed,  the  priority  of  the  orifinal 
bUl  is  lost,  Smart  y.  Floyer,  Dick.  260,  cited  by  Barbour :  II.  Barb.  Cfa. 
Pr.  136. 

67  White  V.  Suloid,  2  Paige,  164.    IL  Barb.  Ch,  Pf.  185. 

68  Coleman  v.  Moore^  3  Littie,  355^ 

69  See  II.  Kob.  Pr.  319,  and  the  following  cases  cited  by  Robinson: 
Sterry,  die.  y.  Arden,  <Sbe.,  1  Johns.  Ch.  Kep.  62)  Go^erneur,  4£re.  t.  Eltnen- 
dorfy  <^e.,  4  Johns.  Ch.  Rep.  357  \  and  White  t.  Buloid,  2  Paige,  164. 

«>  See  Mitf.  PI.  83 ;  Brown  y.  Story^  2  Paige,  594. 
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Bills  of  review. 

§  463.  A  bill  of  review  is  in  the  nature  of  a  writ 
of  error ;  and  its  object  is  to  procure  an  examination 
and  alteration,  or  reversal  of  a  final  decree  made 
upon  a  former  bill.^^  Such  a  bill  may  be  filed  by 
either  plaintiff  or  defendant.^ 

§  464.  The  causes  for  which  a  bill  of  review  may  be 
maintained  are  limited  to  these:  Ist.  There  must  be 
error  in  law  apparent  upon  the  face  of  the  decree ;  or, 
2d.  The  plaintiff  must  allege  and  prove  the  discoYery 
of  new  matter  which  could  not  have  been  used^at  the 
time  of  making  the  decree,  in  consequence  of  the 
party's  ignorance  that  such  matter  existed. 

§  465.  When  the  "bill  of  review  is  not  founded  on 
error  apparent  on  the  decree,  according  to  the  English 
practice,  leave  should  be  first  obtained  to  file  it ;  and 
leave  is  obtained  on  a  petition. .  This  practice  prevails 
in  the  United  States  Cirpuit  Courts.^  In  the  Vir- 
ginia State  Courts,  whatever  may  be  the  occasion  of 
the  bill,  leave  may  be  obtained  to  file  it  upon  a  sim- 
ple motion.®^ 

§  466.  When  the  bill  of  review  professes  to  be 
founded  on  newly  discovered  evidence,  it  should  be 
accompanied  by  an  affidavit  to  the  effect  that  such 
evidence  has  been  discovered   since  the   decree,  and 


.  61  See  II.  Bftrb.  Ob.  Pr.  90. 

62  See  Othorne  t.  Uther,  6  Bro.  P.  C.  Tom,  ed.  20,  cited  by  Barbour,  IL 
Baxb.  Cb.  Pr.  96.     Thornton  y.  Stewart,  7  Leigb,  12S. 

63  See  Dtxter  y.  Anioldj  6  Maion's  C.  a  B.  303. 

64  See  Xec't  in/antt  r.  BraxtoHf  6  CtkW,  459  ;   Wtlliam§on  t.  Ledbetter, 
dsc.f  2  Manf.  521 ;  Qwirriw  y.  Carter' »  r^retentativetf  4  H.  £  M.  243. 
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could  not  have  been  used  at  the  time  of  the  decree  in 
consequence  of  the  party's  ignorance  that  such  matter 
existed.^ 

§  467.  After  the  affirmance  of  a  decree  by  the  Court 
of  Appeals,  (the  highest  appellate  court  in  the  State,) 
a  bill  of  review  founded  merely  on  error  in  the  decree, 
which  is  apparent  on  the  face  of  the  record,  will  not 
be  received  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts  ;^  and  thia 
rule  is  so  obviously  right,  that  in  the  absence  of  deci- 
sion on  the  point  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court, 
it  may  be  affirmed  with  safety  that  the  like  practice 
will  prevail  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts. 

§  468.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  a  bill  of  review 
must  be  exhibited  within  three  years  after  the  final 
decree  sought  to  be  reviewed  :^  and  the  fact  that  it  is 
so  exhibited  should  appear  on  the  face  of  the  bill.*® 
An  exception,  however,  to  this  rule,  is  made  in  favor 
of  infants,  married  women  and  lunatics,  who  are  allowed 
three  years  after  the  removal  of  their  disability  to  file 
a  bill  of  review.  In  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts, 
by  analogy  to  the  time  allowed  for  appealing  from  a 
decree,  parties  are  usually  allowed  five  years  after  the 
rendition  of  a  final  decree  in  which  to  file  a  bill  of 
review  ;*  but  it  is  within  the  discretion  of  these  courts 
to  permit  the  filing  of  a  bill  of  review  after  this  period.^ 

»  •    '  ■  ■■■■-■■■■■■■.■■■■■  ■■■I  ■■■— ^  —  ..^1.  ■  ■        I  ■  »■     ■■■■ I  .  Mlllll-I.l  ■  M-M^.^ia 

•5  JSarnett  &  Co,  y.  Smith  &  Co.,  6  CaU,  102.  Qwert,  Is  thia  affidavit 
necessary  xrben  a  petition  has  been  previoasly  filed,  accompanied  \rf 
sach  an  a$davit  ? 

es  Campbell  y.  Price,  d;c.,  3  Munf.  227.  See  also  Chancellor  Taylor's 
opinion  in  McCall  y.  Graham,  d:c.,  1  H.  li  M.  13. 

«7  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  1T9,  sec.  5.  «  Ibid. 

o  Bee  Thomas  y.  Harv%e*t  heira,  10  Wheat.  150;  also,  Story's  Laws  XJ. 
S.,  II.  Tol.  p.  905. 

70  Sea  Thomat  y.  ffarvh*t  heira,  10  Wheat.  150. 
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§  469.  The  Code  of  Virginia,  ruling  the  practioe  in 
Virginia  State  Courts,  enacts  that  a  cdnrt  or  judge 
allowing  a  bill  of  review  may  award  an  injunction  to 
the  decree  to  be  reviewed.^^ 

§  470.  All  the  parties  to  the  original  bill  ought  to 
be  made  parties  to  the  bill  of  review,  for  it  is  a  prin- 
ciple of  natural  justice  that  no  one  ought  to  be  afiFected 
by  any  decree  without  his  first  being  heard.^^ 

§  471,  In  a  bill  of  review,  it  is  necessary  to  state 
the  former  bill  and  the  proceedings  thereon ;  the  decree 
and  the  point  in  which  the  complainant  conceives  him- 
self aggrieved  by  it;  and  the  ground  of  law  or  new  mat- 
ter discovered  upon  which  he  seeks  to  impeach  it;^ 
and,  as  we  have  already  stated,  when  such  bill  is  exhib- 
ited in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  it  must  shew  on  its 
face  that  it  has  been  exhibited  in  proper  time.^^ 

§  472.  The  bill  may  pray  simply  that  the  decree 
may  be  reviewed,  and  altered  or  reversed,  in  the  point 
complained  of,  if  it  has  not  been  carried  into  execu- 
tion ;  but  if  the  decree  has  been  carried  into  exe^utioD, 
the  bill  should  also  pray  the  further  decree  of  the 
court,  to  put  the  party  complaining  of  the  former  de- 
cree into  the  situation  in  which  he  would  have  been 
if  the  decree  had  not  been  exeouted.^^ 

§  473.  Defence.  To  a  bill  of  review  founded  upon 
alleged  errors  apparent  on  the  decree,  the  usual  mode 

71  Code  of  Virginia,  ohap.  179,  sec.  5. 

7?  II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  94.    Story's  Bq.  PI.  420.    Cooper's  Eq.  PI.  95. 

73  Mitf.  PL  88.    II.  Barb.  Oh.  Pr.  97.    See  i^lso.  Cooper's  Bq.  PI.  95. 

74  Sae  section  468,  ante, 

75  Mitf.  PI.  89. 
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of  defence  is  to  plead  the  former  decree  in  bar  of  the 
suit,  and  to  object  by  demurrer  to  its  being  opened, 
alleging,  as  a  ground  of  demurrer,  that  there  is  no 
error  J* 

§  474.  The  defendant  may  also  demur  alone,  or  an- 
swer;^ but  it  is  laid  down  in  the  English  books  that  a 
bill  of  review  upon  the  discovery  of  new  matter  is 
seldom  liable  to  demurrer,  for  being  exhibited  only  by 
leave  of  the  court,  the  ground  of  the  bill  is  generally 
well  considered  before  it  is  brought.''^  This  rule  is 
applicable  wherever  such  prior  leave  to  file  the  bill  is 
required ;  and  the  court,  before  allowing  it  to  be  filed, 
narrowly  inspects  its  contents  and  weighs  its  merits : 
yet  it  seems  a  demurrer  will  lie  to  a  bill  of  review  far 
new  matter  not  relevant,  even  though  its  relevancy 
Bhould  have  been  considered  when  leave  was  given  to 
file  the  bm.^ 

§  475.  An  answer  is  rarely  filed,  save  when  the  bill 
alleges  the  discovery  of  new  matter.  Then,  an  answer 
maybe  put  in,  controverting  the  fact  that  the  matter 
is  newly  discovered  and  alleging  other  matter  which 
may  rebut  the  force  of  such  newly  discovered  matter « 
In  the  case  of  a  bill  of  review,  there  is  no  farther 
restriction  upon  the  defendant  as  regards  his  answer, 
than  there  w^ould  be  if  he  were  called  on  to  answer  an 
ordinary  original  bill. 


n  Coop.  Eq.  PI.  96.    II.  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  98. 

77  Seo  Mitf.  205. 

:b  Mitf.  PI.  205. 

w  2  Atk.  40.    IL  Barb.  Ch.  Pr.  99. 
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APPEOII. 


Sides  of  Practice  in  Suits  in  Equity,  adopted  hif  the  Stt* 
preme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  the  2nd  March^ 
1842^  for  ^  use  of  1^  United  8tate»  Circuit  Courts, 


I.  The  circuit  oourte,  as  courts  of  equity,  shall  b^  deemed 
always  open  for  the  purpose  of  filing  bills,  answers  and  other 
pleadings,  for  issuing  and  returning  meene  and  final  process 
and  commissions,  and  for  making  and  directing  all  interlocu- 
tory motions,  orders,  rules,  and  oih^  prooeediagB,  pr^Miratory 
to  the  hearing  of  all  causes  upon  their  merits. 

n.  The  oierk's  office  shall  be  open,  and  the  clerk  shall  be 
iu  attendance  therein  on  the  first  Monday  of  eyery  month,  for 
the  purpose  of  reoeiving,  entering,  entertaining  and  disposing 
of  all  motions,  rules,  orders,  and  other  proceedings,  which 
are  grantable  of  course  and  applied  for,  car  had.  by  the  parties, 
or  their  solicitors  in  all  causes  pending  in  equity,  in  pursu^ 
anoe  of  the  rules  hereby  prescribed. 

m.  Any  judge  of  the  oircuit  court,  as  well  in  vacation  as 
in  term,  may,  at  chambers,  or  on  the  rule  days,  at  the  clerk's 
office,  make  and  direct  all  such  interlocutory  orders,  rules  and 
other  proceedings,  preparatory  to  the  hearing  of  all  causes 
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upon  their  merits,  in  the  same  manner  and  with  the  same 
effect  as  the  circuit  court  could  make  and  direct  the  same  in 
term,  reasonable  notice  of  the  application  therefor  being  first 
given  to  the  adverse  party,  or  his  solicitor,  to  appear  and 
show  cause  to  the  contrary  at  the  next  rule  day  thereafter, 
unless  some  other  time  is  assigned  by  the  judge  for  the 
hearing, 

IV.  All  motions-,  rules,  ordersr  and  other  proceedings  made 
and  directed  at  chambers,  or  on  rule  day  at  the  clerk's  office, 
whether  special  or  of  course,  shall  be  entered  by  the  clerk  in 
an  order  book,  to  be  kept  at  the  clerk's  office  on  the  day 
when  they  are  made  and  directed — which  book  shall  be  open 
at  all  office  hours,  to  the  free  inspection  of  the  parties  in  any 
suit  in  equity,  and  their  so^citors.  And  except  in  cases 
where  personal  or  other  notice  is  specially  required  or  directed, 
such  entry  in  the  order  book  shall  be  deemed  sufficient  notice 
to  the  parties  and  their  solicitors,  without  further  sei-vice 
thereof,  of  all  orders,  rules,  acts,  notices  and  other  proceed- 
ings entered  in  such  order  book,  touching  any  and  all  the 
matters  in  the  suits,  to  and  in  which  they  Are  parties  and 
solicitors;  And  notice  to  the  solicitors  shall  be  deemed  notice 
to  the  parties  for  whom  they  appear  and  whom  they  repre- 
sent, in  all  cases  where  personal  notice  on  the  parties  is  not 
otherwise  specially  required.  Where  the  solicitors  for  all  the 
parties  in  a  suit  reside  in  or  near  the  same  town  or  city,  the 
judges  of  the  circuit  court  may,  by  rule,  abridge  the  time  for 
notice  of  rules,  orders  or  other  proceedings,  not  requiring 
personal  service  on  the  parties,  in  their  discretion. 

Y.  All  motions  and  applications  in  the  clerk's  office  for  the 
issuing  of  mesne  process  and  final  process  to  enforce  and  exe- 
cute decrees,  for  filing  bills,  answers,  pleas,  demurrers  and 
other  pleadings;  for  making  amendments  to  bills  and  an- 
swers; for  taking  bills  pro  confesso;  for  filing  exceptions, 
ftnd  for  odier  proceedings  in  the  clerk's  office,  which  do  not 
by  the  rules  hereinafter  prescribed,  require  any  allowance  or 
order  of  the  court,  or  of  any  judge  thereof,  shall  be  deemed 
motions  and  applications,  grantable  of  course  by  the  clerk  of 
the  court.  But  the  same  may  be  suspended,  or  altered,  or 
rescinded  by  any  judge  of  the  court,  upon  special  cause 
shown. 

VI.  All  motions  for  rules  or  orders  and  other  proceedings, 
which  are  not  grantable  of  course,  or  without  notice^  ahall, 
unless  a  different  time  be  assigned  by  a  judge  of  the  court,  be 
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made  oil  a  rtfle  day,  atid  entered  in  the  order  book,  and  ghall 
be  h^rd  at  the  rule  day  next  after  that  on  which  the  motion 
is  made.  And  if  the  adverse  party,  or  his  solicitor,  shall  not 
th^n  appear,  or  shall  not  show  good  cause  against'  the  same, 
the  motion  may  be  heard  by  any  Jtidge  of  the  court  ex  parte, 
and  granted,  as  if  not  object^  to,  or  refused,  in  his  dis" 
orettODi 

PROCESS. 

VIT.  The  process  of  subpoena  shall  coustitute  the  proper 
mesne  process  in  all  suits  in  equity,  in  the  first  indtaucei  to 
require  the  defendant  to  appear  and  answer  the  exigency  of 
the  bill ;  and  unless  otherwise  provided  in  these  rules,  or  spe- 
oiaUy  ard«!<ed  by  the  circuit  court,  a  writ  of  attachment,  and 
if  the  defendant  eannot  be  found,  a  writ  of  seqaestration,  or 
a  writ  of  Ajgsistance  taenibice  a  delivery  Dispossession,  as  the 
case  may  reqtiire,  shall  be  th«  proper  process  to  issue  for  the 
purpose  of  conipelling  obedience  to  any  interlocutory  or  final 
order  or  dedree  of  the  court. 

YHI.  Final  process  to  execute'  any  decree  may,  if  the  de- 
cree be  solely  lor  the  payment  of  money,  be  by  a  writ  of 
execution,  in  the  form  used  in  the  circuit  court  in  suits  at 
common  law  in  actions  of  assumpsit.  If  the  decree  be  for 
tbe  performance  of  any  specific  act,  as,  for  example,  for  the 
execution  of  a  conveyance  of  land,  or  tbe  delivering  Tip  of 
deeds,  or  other  documents,  the  decree  shall,  in  all  cases,  pre- 
scribe the  time  within  which  the  act  shall  be  done,  of  which 
the  defendant  shfill  be  bound  without  further  service  to  take 
notice;  and  Upon  a£&davit  of  the  plaintiff,  filed  in  the  clerk's 
office,  that  the  same  has  not  been  complied  with  within  the 
prescribed  time,  the  qkrk  shall  issue  a  writ  of  attachment 
against  the  delinquent  party,  from  which,  if  attached  thereon^ 
he  shall  not  be  discharged,  unless  upon  a  full  compliance  with 
the  decree  and  the  payment  of  all  costs,  or  upon  a  special 
order  of  thie  court  or  of  a  judge  thereof,  upon  motion  and 
affidavit,  enlarging  the^  time  for  the  performanoe  thereof.  If 
the  delinquent  party  cannot  be  found,  a  writ  of  sequestration 
shall  issue  against  his  estate  upon  the  return  of  non  est  in- 
ventus,  to  compel  obedience  to  the  decree. 

IX.  When  any  decree  or  order  is  for  the  delivery  of  pos- 
aession,  upon  proof  made  by  affidavit  of  a  demand  and  refusal 
to  obey  the  decree  or  order,  the  party  prosecuting  the  sanie 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  writ  of  afigi^tance  Irom  the  dierk  of  the 
court. 
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X.  Ever/  person,  not  being  a  party  in  a^y  mme^  vko  h»s 
obtained  an  order,  or  in  whose  favor  an  order  shall  have  been 
made,  sbaU  be  eiMtbled  to  enforce  obedience  to  Buoh  order  by 
the  same  process,  as  if  he  were  a  party  to  the  oauae ;  and 
every  person,  not  being  a  party  in  any  cause,  ag^inat  whom 
obedience  to  any  order  of  the  court  may  be  enforced,  shall  be 
liable  to  the  same  process  for  enforcing  obedience  to  sudu 
order,  as  If  he  were  a  party  in  the  cause. 

SERVICOE  OF  PROCESS. 

XI.  No  process  of  subpoena  shall  issue  from  the  clerk's 
office  in  any  suit  in  equity,  until  the  bill  is  filed  in  the  office. 

XIL  Whenever  a  bill  is  filed,  the  clerk  shall  issue  ikte  pro* 
ces6  of  firubpoena  thereon,  aa  of  coarse,  upon  the  application 
of  the  plaintiff,  which  shall  be  returnable  into  the  cleric's 
office  the  next  rule  day,  or  the  next  rule  day  bnt  one,  at  the 
election  of  the  plaintiff,  occurring  iafter  twenty  days  from  the 
time  of  the  issuing  thereof.  At  the  bottom  of  the  subpoDna 
shall  be  placed  a  memorandum,  that  the  defendant  is  to  enter. 
his  appearance  in  the  suit  in  the  clerk's,  office,  on  or,  before 
the  day,  at  which  tbe  writ  is  returnable ;  otherwise,  the  bill 
may  be  taken  pro  canfesso.  Where  there  are  more  than  one 
defendants,  a  writ  of  sub|k)ena  may,  at  the  election  of  the 
plaintiff,  be  sued  out  separately  for  each  defendant,  except  in 
the  case  of  husband  and  wife,  defendants,  or  a  joint  subpoena 
against  all  the  defendants.  . 

XIII.  The  service  of  all  subpAnas  shall  be  by  delivery  of 
a  copy  thereof  by  the  officer  serving  the  same,  to  the  defend- 
ant personally,  or,  in  case  of  husband  and  wife,  to  the  hus- 
band personally,  or  by  leaving  a  copy  thereof  at  the  dwelling 
house  or  usual  place  of  abode  of  each  defendant,  with  some 
free  white  perison,  who  is  a  member  or  residjent  in  the  family. 

XIV.  Whenever  any  subpoena  sbaU  be  returned  not  ex^ 
cQted  as  to  any  defendant,  the  plaintiff  shall  be  entitled  to 
another  subpoena,  toties  quotaes,  against  such  defendant,  if  he 
shall  require  it,  until  due  service  is  made. 

XV.  The  service  of  all  process,  mesne  and  final,  shall  be 
by  the  marshal  of  the*  district,  or  bis  deputy,  or  by  some  other 
person  specially  appointed  by  the  Court  for  that  purpose,  and 
not  otherwise;  in  the  latter  case,  the  person  serving  the  pro* 
cess  shall  make  affidavit  thereof* 
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XVl.  Upon  the  return  of  the  subpoena,  as  serted  and  exe- 
cuted upon  any  defendant,  the  clerk  shall  enter  the  suit  upon 
his  docket  afi  pending  in  the  court  and  shall  state  the  time  of 
the  entiy. 

APPEARANCE. 

XVIIk  The  appearance  day  of  the  defendant  shall  be  the 
rule  day,  to  which  the  subpoena  is  made  returnable;  provided 
he  has  been  served  with  the  process  twenty  days  before  that 
day ;  otherwise,  his  appearance  day  shall  be  the  next  rule  day 
suoeeeding  the  rule  day  when  the  process  is  returnable. 

The  appearance  of  the  defendant,  either  personally  or  by 
his  solicitor,  shall  be  entered  in  the  order  book  on  the  day 
thereof  by  liie  clerk. 

BZLIiS  TAKEN   PRO  OONFESSO. 

XVIII.  It  shall  be  the  duty  oif  the  defendant,  unless  the 
time  shall  be  otherwise  cnlarg^,  for  cause  shown,  by  a  judge 
of  the  oonrt  upon  motion  %t  that  purpose,  to  file  his  plea, 
demurrer,  or  answer  to  the  bill  in  the  clerk's  office,  on  the 
rule  day  next  succeeding  that  of  entering  his  appearance :  in 
default  thereof,  the  plaintiff  may,  at  his  election,  enter  an 
order  (as  of  course)  in  the  order  book,  that  the  bill  be  taken 
pro  confesso;  and  thereupon  the  cause  shall  be  proceeded  in 
ex  parte,  and  the  matter  of  the  bill  may  be  decreed  by  the 
court  at  the  next  ensuing  term  thereof  accordingly,  if  the 
same  ean  be  done  without  an  answer,  and  is  proper  to  be'd»- 
eretd ;  or  the  plaintiff,  if  he  requires  any  discovery  or  ansWer 
to  enable  him  to  obtain  a  proper  decree,  shall  be  entitled  to 
process  of  attachment  against  the  defeckdant,  to  compel  aa 
answer;  and  the  defendant  shall  not,  when  arrested  upon 
such  process,  be  discharged  therefrom,  unless,  upon  filing  his 
answer,  or  otherwise  complying  with  such  order,  as  the  court 
or  a  judge  thereof  may  direct,  as  to  pleading  to,  or  fully  an- 
swering the  biil;  within  a  period  to  be  fixed  by  the  court  or 
judge,  and  undertaking  to  speed  the  cause. 

XIX.  When  the  bill  iis  taken  pro  confesso,  the  court  may 
proceed  to  a  decree  at  the  next  ensuiiig  term  thereof,  and  such 
decree  rendered  shall  be  deemed  absolute,  unless  the  court 
shall,  at  the  same  term,  set  aside  the  same,  or  enlarge  the 
time  for  filing  -  the  answer,  upon '  cause  shown  upon  motion 
and  affidavit  of  the  defendant.  And  no  such  motion  shall 
be  granted,  unless  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the 
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plaintiff  in  the  suit  up  to  that  time,  or  guch  part  thereof  as 
the  court  shall  deem  reasonable,  and  unless  the  defendant 
shall  undertake  to  file  his  answer  within  such  time  as  the 
court  shall  direct,  and  submit  to  such  other  terms  as  the  court 
shall  direct,  for  th^  purpose  of  speeding  the  cause. 

TRAME  OF  BILLS. 

XX.  Every  bill,  in  the  introductory  part  thereof,  Bhall 
contain  the  names,  places  of  abode,  and  citize^hipy  of  all  the 
parties,  plaintiffs,  and  defendants,  by  and  against  whom  the 
bill  is  brought.  The  form,  in  substance,  shall  be  as  follows: 
"  To  the  Judges  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States 

for  the  District  of  *  A.  B.,  of ,  and  a  citizen  of 

the  State  of y  brings  this  his  bill  against  C.  D.,  of  .* — , 

and  a  citizen  of  the  State  of ,  and  E.  F.,  of ,  and  a 

citizen  of  the  State  of  — * — . .  And  thereupon  your  orator 
complains  and  says,  that,  &c.'^ 

XXI.  The  plaintiff,  in  his  bill,  shall  be  at  liberty  to  omit, 
at  his  option,  the  part,  which  is  usually  called  th«  common 
confederacy  clause  of  the  bill,  aterring  a  confederacy  between 
the  defendiants  to  injure  or  defraud  the  plaintiff;  also  what  is 
oommonly  called  the  charging  part  of  the  bill,  setting  forth 
.the  matters  or  excuses,  which  the  defendant  is  supposed  to 
intend  to  set  up  by  way  of  defence  to  the  bill ;  also,  what  ia 
commonly  called  the  jurisdiction  clause  of  the  bill,  that  the 
acts  complained  of  are  contrary  to  equity,  and  that  the;  de- 
fendant is  without  any  remedy  at  law ;  and  the  bill  shall  not 
be  demurrable  therefor.  And  the  plaintiff  may,  in.  the  nana- 
tire  or  stating  part  of  his  bill,  state  apd  avoid,  by  counter 
averments,  at  his  option,  any  matter  or  thing,  which  he  sup- 
poses will  be  insisted  upon  by  the  defendant,  by  way  of  de- 
fence or  excuse,  to  the  case  made  by  the  plaintiff  for  relief. 
The  prayer  of  the  bill  shall  ask  the  special  relief,  to  which  the 
plaintiff  supposes  himself  entitled,  and  also  shall  contain  a 
prayer  for  general  relief;  and  if  an  injunction,  or  a  writ  of 
ne  exeat  regno,  or  any  other  special  order  pending  the  suit,  ii 
required,  it  shall  also  be  specially  asked  for. 

XXII.  If  ^ny  persons,  other  than  those  named  as  defend* 
ants  in  the  bill,  shall  appear  to  be  necessary  or  proper  parties 
thereto,  the  bill  shall  aver  the  reason,  why  they  are  not  made 
parties,  by  showing  them  to  be  without  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court,  or  that  they  cannot  be  joined  without  ousting  the  juris- 
diction of  the  court  as  to  the  other  parties.    And  m  to  per* 
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SOBS  who  are  without  the  jurlsdictioii,  and  may  properly  be 
made  parties^  the  bill  may  pray,  that  process  may  issue  to 
make  them  parties  to  the  bill,  if  they  should  come  within  the 
jarisdiction. 

XXIII.  The  prayer  for  process  of  subpaoa  in  the  bill  shall 
contain  the  names  gf  all  the  defendants  nan^ed  in  the  intro- 
ductory part  of  the  bill,  and  if  aijy  of  theip  are  known  to  be 
infants  under  age,  or  otherwise  under  guardianship,  shall  state 
the  fact,  so  that  the  court  may  take  order  thereon  as  justice 
may  require,  upon  the  return  of  the  process.  If  ai^  injunc- 
tion, or  a  writ  of  ne  exeat  regno,  or  any  other  special  order 
pending  the  suit,  is  asked  for  in  the  prayer  for  relief,  that 
shall  be  sufficient,  without  repeating  the  san^e  in  the  prayer 
for  process. 

XXIV.  Every  bill  shall  contain  the  signature  of  counsel 
annexed  to  it,  which  shall  be  considered  as  an  afEirmation  on 
his  part,  that  upon  the  instructions  given  to  him  and  the  case 
laid  before  him,  there  is  good  ground  for  the  suit,  ii^  the  man-  • 
ner  in  which  it  is  framed. 

XXV.  In  order  to  prevent  unnecessary  costs  and  expenses, 
and  to  promote  brevity,  succinctness,  and  directness  in  tl)ie 
allegations  of  bills  and  answers,  the  regular  taxable  costs  for 
every  bill  and  answer  shall  in  no  case  exceed  the  sum  which 
is  allowed  in  the  state  court  of  chancery  in  the  district,  if 
any  there  be ;  but  if  there  be  none,  then  it  shall  Qot  exceed 
t^e  suna  of  three  dollars  for  every  bill  or  answer, 

SCANDAi;,  AND  IMPERTINENCE  IN   BILl^S. 

XXVI.  Every  bill  shall  be  expressed  in  as  brief  and  suc- 
cinct terms  as' it  reasonably  can  be,  and  shall  contain  no  un- 
necessary recitals  of  deeds,  documents,  contracts,  or  other 
instruments,  in  haec  verba,  or  any  other  impertinent  matter, 
or  any  scandalous  njtatter  not  relevant  to  the  suit.  If  it  does, 
it  may  on  exceptions  be  referred  to  a  master,  by  any  judge  of 
the  court,  for  impertinence,  or  scandal,  and  if  so  found  by 
him,  the  matter  shall  be  expunged  at  the  expense  of  the 
plaintiff,  and  he  shall  pay  to  the  defendant  all  his  costs  in  the 
suit  up  to  that  time,  unless  the  court,  or  a  judge  thereof  shall 
otherwise  order.  If  the  master  shall  repprt,  that  the  bill  is  p 
not  scandalous  or  impertinent,  the  defendant  shall  be  entitled  * 
to  all  costs  occasioned  by  the  releri^nce. 
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XXVII.  No  order  shall  be  made  by  aiiy  judge  for  refer- 
ring any  bill,  answer,  or  pleading,  or  other  matter,  or  pro- 
ceeding depending  before  the  coui't  for  acaadal  or  imp^ti- 
nence,  unless  exceptions  are  taken  in  writing  and  sigoed  by 
counsel,  describing  the  particular  passages  which  are  consid- 
ered to  be  scandalous  or  impertinent  ^  nor  unless  the  excep- 
tions shall  be  filed  on  or  before  the  ^ext  rule  day,  after  die 
process  on  the  bill  be  returnable,  or  after  the  answer  or 
pleaditig  is  filed.  And  such  order,  when  obtained,  shall  te 
considered  as  abandoned,  unless  the  party  obtaining  the  order 
shall,  without  any  unnecessary  delay,  procure  the  master  to 
examine  and  report  for  the  same  on  or  before  the  tiext  suc- 
ceeding rule  day,  or  the  master  shall  certify  that  further  time 
is  necessary  for  him  to  complete  the  examination. 

AMEiy)MENTS  OF  BILLS. 

XXVin.  The  plaintiff  shall  be  at  liberty,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  and  without  payment  of  costs,  to  ^mend  his  bill  in 
any  matters  "whatsoeverj  before  any  copy  has  been  taken  out 
of  the  clerk's  office,  and  in  any  small  matters  afterwards,  such 
aa  filling  blanks,  correcting  e4rs  of  dates,  misnomer  of  par- 
ties,  mis-description  of  premises,  clerical  errors,  and  generally 
in  matters  of  form.  But  if  he  amend  i^  a  material  point,  (as 
he  may  do  of  course,)  after  a  copy  has  been  so  taken,  before 
?iny  answer  or  plea,  or  demurrer  to  the  bill,  he  shall  pay  to 
the  defendant  the  costs  occasioned  thereby,,  ai^d  shall  without 
delay  furnish  him  a  fair  copy  thereof,  free  of  expense,  with 
suitable  references  to  the  places  where  the  same  are  to  bo 
inserted.  And  if  the  amend^ments  are  numerous,  he  shall 
furnish  in  like  manner  to  the  defendant,  a  copy  of  the  whole 
bill  as  amended,  and  if  th^^e  be  more  t^au  one  defendant,  a 
^py  shaJI  be  funiished  to  each  defendant  affected  thereby. 

XXIX.  After  an  answer,  or  plea,  oi^  demurrer  is  put  in, 
and  before  replication,  the  plaintiff  may,  upon  motion  or  peti- 
tion without  notice,  obtain  an  order  from  any  judge  of  the 
court,  to  amend  his  bill  on  or  before  the  next  succeeding  rule 
day,  upon  payment  of  costs  or  without  payment  of  costs,  as 
the  court  or  a  judge  thereof  may  in  his  discretion  direct. 
But  after  replication  filed,  the  plaintiff  sliall  not  be  permitted 
to  withdraw  it  and  to  amend  his  bill,  except  upon  a  special 
order  of  a  judge  of  the  court,  upon  motion  or  petition,  after 
due  notice  to  the  other  party,  and  upon  proof  by  affidavit 
that  the  same  is  not  made  for  the  purpose  of  vexation  or 


BULSS  OF  PBAOTICA^  227 

ddqr,  or  that  i^e  mfttter  of  the  proposed  amendment  ia  mate- 
lul,  and  could  not  mth  reasonali^  ailigenee  h&ye  been  sooner 
intaroduood  istto  the  bill^  and  upon  the  plaintiff's  snlmiitidBig 
to  such  other  terms  as  may  he  imposed  by  the  judge  for 
speeding  the  cause. 

XXX.  if  the  plaintiff,  bo  obtaining  any  order  to  amend  his 
bill  after  answer,  or  plea,  or  demurrer^  or  after  replicadoni 
shall  not  jSle  his  amenoments  or  am^ded  bill,  as  the  case  may 
require,  in  the  clerk's  office,  on  or  before  the  next  succeeding 
rule  day,  he  shall  be  considered  to  have  abandoned  the  same, 
and  the  eaufld  shall  proceed  laa  if  no  apj^cadon  for  any 
amendBkent  had  been  made. 

DEMURRERS  AND  PLEAS. 

XXXI.  No  demurrer  or  jplea  shall  be  allowed  to  be  filed  to 
any  bill,  unless  upon  a  certificate  of  counsel,  that  in  his  opin- 
ion it  is  well  founded  in  point  of  law,  arid  supported  by  the 
affidavit  of  the  defendant,  that  it  is  not  interposed  for  delay ; 
and  if  a  plea,  that  it  is  true  in  point  of  fact. 

XXXTI.  The  decfendant  may,  at  any  time  before  the  bill  is 
taken  fbr  confessed,  or  afterwards  with  the  leave  of  the  court, 
demnr  or  plead  to  the  whole  bill^  or  to  part  of  it,  and  he  may 
demur  to  part,  plead  to  part,  and  answer  as  to  the  residue ; 
bat  in  every  case,  in  which  the  bill  specially  charges  fraud 
or  combination,  a  plea  to  jBuch  part  must  be  accompanied  with 
an  answer  fortifying  the  plea,  and  explicitly  denying  the 
fraud  and  combination,  and  the .  facts  on  which  the  charge  is 
fonnded. 

"^x^i^iir  The  pldntiff  may  set  dowii  the  demurrer  or  plea 
to  be  argued,  or  he  may  take  issue  on  the  plea.  If,  upon  an 
iflsne^  tl^e  facts  stated  in  the  plea  be  determined  for  the  de- 
fendant, they  shall  avail  him,  as  far  as  in  law  and  e(][uity  they 
ought  to  avail  him. 

XXXIY.  If  upon  the  hearing,  any  denrarrer  or  plea  is 
overraled,  the  j^amtiff  shall  be  entitled  to  his  costs  in.  the 
eauae  np  to  that  period,  unless  the  court  shall  be  satisfied  thad 
the  defendant  had  good  ground  in  point  of  law  or  ^t  to  in-> 
terpose  die  same,  and  it  was  not  interposed  vezatiously  or  for 
d^y.  And  upon  the  overruling  of  asiy  plea  or  demurrer, 
the  defendant  shall  be  assigned  to  answer  the  bill^  or  so  much 
thereof  as  is  covered  by  £e  plea  or  demurrer,  the  next  sue- 
cee^ng  rule  day,  or  at  such  other  period  as,  consistently  with 
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justice  and  the  rights  of  the  defendant,  the  same  can,  in  the 
jndgment  of  the  conrt,  be  reasonably  done ;  in  defanlt  wheireof, 
the  bill  shall  be  taken  against  him,  pro  confessOy  and  the  mat- 
ter thereof  proceeded  in  and  decreed  accordingly. 

XXXV.  If,  npon  the  hearing,  any  demurrer  or  plea  shall 
be  allowed,  the  defendant  shall'  be  entitled  to  his  costs.  But 
the  court  may,  in  its  discretion,  upon  motion  of  the  plaintiff, 
aUow  him  to  amend  his  bill  upon  such  terms  as  it  shall  deem 
reasonable. 

XXXYI.  No  demurrer  or  plea  shall  be  held  bad  and  oyer- 
ruled  upon  argument,  only  because  such  demurrer  or  plea 
shall  not  cover  so  much  of  the  bill  as  it  might  by  law  have 
extended  to.  ' 

XXXYII.  No  demurrer  or  plea  sh^ll  be  held  bad  and  over- 
ruled upon  argument,  only  because  the  answer  of  the  defend- 
ant may  extend  to  some  part  of  the  same  matter^  as  may  be 
covered  by  such  demurrer  or  plea. 

XXXYUI.  If  the  plaintiff  shall  not  reply  to  any  plea,  or 
set  down  any  plea  or  demurrer  for  argument,  on  the  rule  day, 
when  the  same  is  filed,  or  on  the  next  succeeding  rule  day, 
he  shall  be  deemed  to  admit  the  truth  and  sufficiency  thereof, 
and  his  bill  shall  be  dismissed,  as  of  course,  unless  a  judge  of 
the  court  sha)l  allow  him  further  time  for  the  purpose. 

ANSWERS. 

XXXIX.  The  rule,  that  if  a  defendant  submits  to  answer 
he  shall  answer  fully  to  all  the  matters  of  the  bill,  shall  no 
longer  apply,  in  cases  where  he  might  by  plea  protect  himself 
from  such  answer  and  discovery.  And  the  defendant  shall  be 
entitled  in  all  cases  by  answer  to  insist  upon  all  matters  of 
defence  (not  being  matters  of  abatement,  or  to  the  character 
of  the  parties,  or  matters  of  form)  in  bar  of  or  to  the  merits 
of  the  bill,  of  which  he  may  be  entitled  to  avail  himself  by  a 
plea  in  bar )  and  in  such  answer  he  shall  not  be  coinpellahle 
to  answer- any  other  matters  than > he  would  be  compellable  to 
answer  and  discover  upon  filing  a  plea  in  bar,  and  Vn  answer 
in  support  of  such  plea,  touching  the  matters,  set  forth  in  the 
bill  to. avoid  or  repel  the  bar  or  defence.  Thus,  ior  example, 
a  bona  fide  purchaser  for  a  valuable  consideration,  without 
notice,  may  set  up  that  defence  by  way  of  answer  instead  of 
plea,  and  shall  be  entitled  to  the  same  protection,  and  shail 


fiot  be  Gotnpellable  to  make  sn j  fixrtlrBr  answer  or  dtsooyerf 
of  his  title  tlian  he  would  be  in  any  answer  in  support  of 
sach  plea. 

XL.  A  defendant  shall  not  be  bound  to  answer  any  state- 
nwnt  or  charge  in  the  bill,  unless  specially  and  partictlarly 
intenrogtted  thereto ;  and  a  defendant  shall  not  be  boutid  to 
wiswer  any  interrogatory  in  the  bill,  except  those  interrogato- 
ries, which  such  defendant  is  required  to  answer ;  and  where 
a  defendant  shall  answer  any  statement  or  charge  in  the  bill, 
to  which  he  is  not  interrogated,  only  by  stating  his  ignorance 
of  the  matter  so  stated  or  charged,  such  answer  shall  be 
deemed  impertinent.     [Repealed  by  XCIII.  Rule,  post.^ 

XLI.  The  interrogatoiies  contained  in  the  ihterrogating 
part  of  the  bill  shall  be  divided  as  conveniently^  ais  may  be 
from  each  other,  and  numbered  consecutively  1,  2,  3,  &c.',  and 
the  interrogatories  which  each  defendant  is  required  to  answer 
shaH  be  specified  m  a  note  at  the  foot  cf  the  bill,  in  the  form 
or  to  the  effect  following ;  tiiat  is  to  say^ — "  The  defendant, 
(A.  B.,)  is  required  to  answer  the  interrogatories  numbered 
respectivdy  1,  2,  3,"  &c.;  and  the  offioe  copy  of  the  bill  taken 
bj  each  defendant  shall  not  contain  any  interr^atories  except 
those  which  such  defendant  is  so  i^equired  to  answer,  unless 
such  defendant  shall  require  to  b^  fumished  ^ith  &  copy  of 
the  whole  bill. 

XLII.  The  note  at  the  foot  of  the  bill,  specifying  the  in- 
terrogatories which  each  defendant  is  required  to  answer,  shall 
be  considered  and  treated  as  part  of  the  bill,  and  the  addition 
of  any  such  note  to  the  bill,  or  any  alteration  in  or  addition 
to  such  note  after  the  bill  is  filed,  shall  be  consideiied  and 
treated  as  an  aihendment  of  the  bill. 

XLIII.  Instead  of  ihe  words  of  the  bill  mom  in  issej  pre- 
oedingthe  ittteRiogatiiig  part  thereof,  and  hegiitniiig  with  the 
words  ^  To  the  end,  therefore,"  ihere  fibktl  hereafter  be  used 
words  in  the  form  or  to  the  effect  following:  "To  the  end, 
therefore,  that  the  said  defendants  may,  if  th<$y  can,  show 
why  your  orator  should  not  have  the  relief  hereby  prayed,  and 
may,  upon  their  several  and  respective  corporal  oaths,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  best  and  utmost  of  their  several  and  respective 
kuowledge,  remembrance,  information,  and  belief,  full,  true, 
direct  and  perfect  answer  make  to  such  of  the  several  inter- 
rpgatorifis  nereis  aftur  oumfer'^  attB  ifeEtibrt}i|  ag  %  the  nckto 
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hereunder  written,  they  are  respectivelj  required  to  answer; 
that  is  to  say, — 

"1.  Whether,  &c. 

"  2.  Whether/'  &c. 

XLIY.  A  defendant  shall  he  at  liberty,  by  ansirer,  to  de- 
cline answering  any  interrogatory  or  part  of  an  interrogatory, 
from  answering  which  he  might  have  protected  himself  by 
demurrer ;  and  he  shall  be  at  liberty  so  to  decline,  notwith- 
standing he  shall  answer  other  parts  of  the  bill,  frcou  which 
he  might  have  protected  himself  by  demurrer^ 

XLY.  No  special  replication  to  any  answer  shall  be  filed. 
But  if  any  matter  alleged  in  the  answer  shall  make  it  neces- 
sary for  the  plaintiff  to  amend  his  bill,  he  may  have  leave  to 
amend  the  same  with  or  without  the  payment  of  costs,  as^  the 
V^otirt,  or  a  judge  thereof,  may  in  his  discretion  direct. 

XLYI.  In  every  case  where  an  amendment  shall  be  made 
after  answer  filed,  the  defendant  shall  put  in  a  new  or  supple- 
mental answer,  on  or  before  the  next  succeeding  rule  day  after 
that  on  which  the  amendment  or  amended  bill  is  filed,  unless 
the  time  therefor  is  enlarged  or  otherwise  ordered  by  a  judge 
of  the  court ;  and  upon  his  default,  the  like  proceedings  may 
be  had  as  in  cases  of  an  omission  to  put  in  an  answer. 

PARTIES   TO   BILLS. 

XLVII.  In  all  cases  where  it  shali  appear  to  the  court  that 
pei'sons  who  might  .otherwise  be  doemed  necessary  or  proper 
parties  to  the  suit,  cannot  be  made  parties  by  reason  of  their 
being  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court,  or  incapable  other- 
wise of  being  made  parties,  or  because  their  joinder  would 
oust  the  j  urisdiction  of  the  court  as  to  the  parties  before  the 
eonrt,  the  court  may  in  their  discretion  proceed  in  the  cliuse 
without  making  such  persons  parties ;  and  in  such  cases  the 
decree  shaR  be  without  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  the  absent 
parties. 

XLYIlI.  Where  the  parties  on  either  side  are  "very  nu- 
merous, and  cannot,  without  manifest  inconvenience  and  op- 
pressive delays  in  the  suit,  be  all  brought  before  it,  the  court 
in  its  discretion  may  dispense  with  making  all  of  them  parties, 
and  may  proceed  in  the  suit,  having  sufficient  parties  before 
it  to  represent  all  the,  adverse  interests  of  the  plaintiffs  and 
defendants  in  tUe  stiit  properly  before  if.'*  Bdt'ij^  Atidh  <^iK8^ 


RULES  OF  PRACTICB.  281 

the  decree  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  rights  and  claims 
of  all  the  Absent  parties. 

XLIX.  In  all  suits  coDcerniDg  real  estate,  which  is  vested 
in  trustees  by  devise,  and  such  trustees  are  competent  to  sell 
and  give  discharges  for  the  proceeds  of  the  sale,  and  for  tbi^ 
rents  and  profits  of  the  estate,  such  trustees  shall  represent 
the  persons  beneficially  interested  in  the  estate  or  the  pro- 
ceeds, or  the  rents  and  profits,  in  the  same  manner,  and  to  the 
same  extent,  as  the  executors  or  administratord  in  suits  con- 
cerning personal  estate  represent  the  persons  beneficially  in- 
terested in  such  personal  estate ;  and  in  such  cases  it  shall  not 
be  necessary  to  make  the  persons  beneficially  interested  in 
such  real  estate,  or  rents  and  profits,  parties  to  the  suit ;  but 
the  court  may,  upon  consideration  of  the  matter  on  the  hear- 
ing, if  it  shall  so  think  fit,  order  such  persons  to  be  made 
parties. 

L.  In  suits  to  execute  the  trusts  of  a  will,  it  shall  not  be 
necessary  to  make  the  h^ir  at  law  a  party ;  but  the  plaintiff 
Bhall  be  at  liberty  to  make  the  heir  at  law  a  pa-rty,  where  he 
desires  to  have  the  will  established  against  him. 

LI.  In  all  cases  in  which  the  plaintiff  has  a  joint  and  sev- 
eral demand  against  several  persons,  either  as  principals  or 
sureties,  it  shall  not  be  necessary  to  bring  before  the  court,  as 
parties  to  a  suit  concerning  such  demand,  all  the  persons  liable 
thereto;  but  the  plaintiff  may  proceed  against  one  or  more  of 
the  persons  severally  liable. 

LII.  Where  the  defendant  shall,  by  his  answer,  suggest 
that  the  bill  is  defective  for  want  of  parties,  the  plaintiff  shall 
be  at  liberty,  within  fourteen  days  after  answer  filed,  to  set 
down  the  cause  for  argument  upon  that  objection  only ;  and 
the  purpose  for  which  the  same  is  so  set  down  shall  be  notified 
by  an  entry,  to  be  made  in  the  clerk's  order  book,  in  the  form 
or  to  the  effect  following ;  (that  is  to  say,)  "  Set  down  upon 
the  defendant's  objection  for  want  of  parties."  And  where 
the  plaintiff  shall  not  so  set  down  his  cause,  but  shall  proceed 
therewith  to  a  hearing,  notwithstanding  an  objection  for  want 
of  parties  t^l^ea  by  the  answer,  he  shall  not,  at  the  hearing  of 
the  cause,  if  the  defendant's  ol  joction  shall  then  be  allowed, 
be  entitled  as  of  course,  to  an  ord.  r  for  liberty  to  amend  his 
bill  by  adding  parties.  But  the.  court,  if  it  thinks  fit,  shalj 
be  flit  liberty  to  dismiss  tbci  bill 
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LIII.  If  8  defendant  shlill^  at  tke  hearing  of  a  eanse^  ob» 

jcct,  that  a  suit  is  defective  for  want  of  partiea,  not  having 
by  plea  or  answer  taken  the  objection,  and  therein  specified 
by  name  or  description  the  parties  to  whom  the  objection  ap- 
plies, the  court  (if  it  shall  think  fit)  shall  be  at  liberty  to 
make  a  decree  saving  the  rights  of  the  absent  parties. 

NOMINAL  PAKTIEa  TO  BISXS. 

LIV.  Where  no  account,  payment,  conveyance,  or  other 
direct  relief  is  sought  against  a  party  to  a  suit,  not  being  an 
infant,  the  party,  upon  service  of  the  subpoena  upon  him,  need 
not  appear  and  answer  the  bill,  unless  the  plaintiff  specially 
requires  him  to  do  so  by  the  prayer  of  his  bill ;  but  he  may 
appear  and  answer  at  his  option ;  and  if  he  does  not  appear 
and  answer,  he  shall  be  bound  by  all  the  proceedings  in  the 
cause.  If  the  plaintiff  shall  require  him  to  appear  and  an- 
swer, he  shall  be  entitled  to  the  costs  of  all  the  proceedings 
against  him^  unless  the  court  shall  otherwise  direct. 

LV.  Whenever  an  injunction  is  asked  for  by  the  bill  to 
stay  proceedings  at  law,  if  the  defendant  do  not  enter  his  ap< 
pearance  and  plead,  demur,  or  answer  the  same  within  the 
time  prescribed  therefor  by  these  rules,  the  plaintiff  shall  be 
entitled  as  of  course,  upon  motion  without  notice,  to  such  in- 
junction. But  special  injunctions  shall  be  gran  table  only 
upon  due  notice  •  to  the  other  party  by  the  court  in  term,  or 
by  a  judge  thereof  in  vacation,  after  a  hearing,  which  may  be 
ex  parte,  if  the  adverse  party  docs  not  appear  at  the  time  and 
place  ordered.  In  every  case  where  an  injunction,  either  the 
common  injunction  or  a  special  injunction,  is  awarded  in  va- 
cation, it  shall,  unless  previously  dissolved  by  the  judge  grant- 
ing the  same,  continue  until  the  next  term  of  the  court,  or 
until  it  is  dissolved  by  some  other  order  of  the  court. 

BILLS  OF  REVIVOR  AND  SUPPLEMENTAL  BIL13^ 

LYI.  Whenever  a  stiit  in  equity  shall  become  abated  by 
the  death  of  either  party,  or  by  any  other  event,  the  same 
?nay  be  revived  by  a  bill  of  revivor,  or  a  bill  in  the  nature  of 
a  bill  of  revivor,  as  the  circumstances  of  the  case  may  require, 
filed  by  the  proper  parties  entitled  to  revive  the  same; 
which  bill  may  be  filed  in  the  clerk's  office  at  any  time ;  and 
upon  suggestion  of  the  facts  the  proper  process  of  subpcena 
shall,  as  of  course,  be  issued  by  the  clerk,  requiring  the  pro- 
per representatives  of  the  other  party  to  appear  and  show 


iufKM  Qt  nAmum  l$l 

mtt»f  if  aiqp^  tliejr  hat^  wHy-  tli«  oamse.  «]ioiild  not  be  ieiiriv^* 
Aod  if  nd  cauae  shall  be  shown  at  the  next  rule  day,  whioh 
ihall  occur  after  fourteen  days  from  the  time  of  the  servi^^  <xf 
the  sa  Jie  process^  the  suit  shall  stand  revived,  as  of  course. 

LVn.  Whenever  any  suit  in  equity  shall  become  defective, 
firom  any  event  happening  after  the  filing  of  the  bill  (as,  for 
example,  by  a  change  of  interest  in  the  parties,)  or  xor  any 
other  reason,  a  supplemental  bill,  or  a  bill  in  the  nature  of  a 
supplemental  bill,  miay  be  necessary  to  be  filed  in  the  cause, 
leaie  to  file  the  same  may  be  granted  by  any  judge  of  the 
oottrt  on  any  rule  day,  upon  proper  cause  shown  and  due  no*- 
tice  to  the  other  party.  And  if  leave  is  granted  to  file  such 
supplemental  bill,  the  defendant  shall  demur,  plead  or  answer 
thereto,  on  the  next  succeeding  rule  day  after  the  supple- 
mental bill  is  filed  in  the  clerk's  office,  unless  some  other  time 
shall  be  assigned  by  a  judge  of  the  court. 

LVni.  It  shall  not  be  heoessary  in  any  bill  of  revivor  <Mr 
mpplemental  bill,  to  aet  forth  any  of  the  statements  in  the 
original  suit^  unless  the  social  circumstances  of  the  case  may 
require  it.  » 

<  ANSWERS. 

LIX.  Every  defendant  may  swear  to  his  answer  before  any 
justice  or  judge  of  any  court  of  the  Utiited  States,  or  before 
any  commissioner  appointed  by  any  circuit  court  to  take  tes- 
timony or  depositions,  or  before  any  master  in  chancery  ap- 
pointed by  any  circuit  court,  or  before  any  judge  of  any  court 
of  a  State  or  Territory. 

AMENDMENT  OF  ANSWERS* 

LX.  M^  „  ....„  U  p..  1.,  U  „.,  be  „.nd«d  „  .t 

course,  in  any  matter  of  form,  or  by  filling  up  a  blank,  or  cor- 
recting a  date,  or  reference  to  a  document  or  other  small  mat- 
ter, and  be  re-sworn,  at  any  time,  before  a  replication  is  put 
in,  or  the  cause  is  set  down  for  a  hearing  upon  bill  and 
answer.  But  after  replication,  or  such  setting  down  for  a 
hearing,  it  shall  not  be  amended  in  any  material  matters,  as 
by  adding  new  faots  or  defences,  or  qualifying  or  altering  the 
original  scatements,  except  by  special  leave  of  the  court,  or  of 
a  judge  thereof,  upon  motion  and  cause  shown  after  due  no- 
tice to  the  adverse  party,  supported,  if  required,  by  affidavit^ 
And  in  ev^y  ease  where  leave  is  so  granted,  the  court,  or  the 
judge,  granting  the  same,  may,  in  his  discretion,  require  that 
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the  same  be  properly  eugrewed  tcod  add^Ki  sB  n  distiM 
Amendment  to  the  original  answer,  so  as  to  be  distinguishable 
therefrom. 

EXCEPTIONS   TO  ANSWERS. 

I^KI.  After  an  answer  is  filed  on  any  rule  day,  the  plaintif 
shall  be  allowed  until  the  next  succeeding  rule  day  to  file  la 
the  clerk's  office  exceptions  thereto  for  in^ufficien^'yi  and  no 
longer,  unless  a  longer  time  shall  be  allowed  for  the  purposei 
upon  cause  shown  to  the  court,  or  a  judge  thereof;  and  if  no 
exception  shall  be  filed  thereto  within  that  period,  the  answer 
shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  sufficient. 

LXII.  When  the  same  solicitor  is  employed  for  two  or 
more  defendants,  and  separate  answers  shall  be  filed,  or  other 
proceedings  had  by  two  or  more  of  the  defendants  separately, 
costs  shall  not  be  allowed  for  such  separate  answers  or  other 
proceedings,  unless  a  master,  upon  reference  to  him,  shall  cer- 
tify that  such  separate  answers  and  other  proceedings  were 
oeoessary  or  proper,  and  ought  not  to  have  been  joined  to- 
gether. 

LXIIT.  Where  exceptions  shall  be  filed  to  the  answer 
for  insufficiency,  within  the  period  prescribed  by  these  rules, 
if  the  defendant  shall  not  submit  to  the  same,  and  file  an 
amended  answer,  on  the  next  succeeding  rule  day,  the  plain- 
tiff shall  forthwith  set  them  down  for  a  hearing  on  the  next 
succeeding  rule  day  thereafter,  before  a  judge  of  the  court; 
and  shall  enter,  as  of  course,  in  the  order  book,  an  order  for 
that  purpose.  And  if  he  shall  not  so  set  down  the  same  for 
a  hearing,  the  exceptions  shall  be  deemed  abandoned,  and  the 
answer  shall  be  deemed  sufficient;  provided,  however,^that 
the  court,  or  any  judge  thereof,  may,  ftir  good  cause  shown, 
enlarge  the  time  for  filing  exceptions,  or  for  answering  the 
same,  in  his  discretion,  upon  such  terms  as  he  may  deem  rea- 
sdnable. 

LXIV.  If,  at  the  hearing,  the  exception  shall  be  allowed, 
the  defendant  shall  be  bound  to  put  in  a  f^)l  and  complete  an- 
swer thereto,  on  the  next  succeeding  rule  day ;  otherwise  the 
plaintiff  shall,  as  of  course,  be  entitled  to  take  the  bill,  so  far 
as  the  matter  of  such  exceptions  is  concerned,  as  confessed, 
or,  at  his  election,  he  may  have  a  writ  of  attachment  to  com- 
pel the  defendant  to  make  a  better  answer  to  the  matter  of 
exceptions;  and  the  defendant,  when  be  is  in  custody  upon 


Bodi  writ,  filiall  nt)t  be  discharged  tberefrom  but  by  ftn  order 
of  the  coart,  or  of  a  judge  thereof,  upon  his  putting  in  such 
answer  and  complying  with  such  other  terms  as  the  court  or 
judge  may  direct. 

LXV.  If,  upon  argument,  the  plaintiff's  exceptions  to  the 
answer  shall  be  overruled,  or  the  answer  shall  be  adjudged  in- 
sufficient, the  prevailing  party  shall  be  entitled  to  all  the  costs 
occasioned  thereby,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  court,  or 
the  judge  thereof^  at  the  hearing  upon  the  exceptions. 

REPLICATION  AND  ISSUE. 

LXVI.  Whenever  the  answer  of  the  defendant  shall  not  be 
excepted  to,  or  shall  be  adjudged  or  deemed  suAcient,  the 
plaintiff  shall  file  the  general  replication  thereto  on  or  before 
the  next  succeeding  rule  day  thereafter;  and  in  all  cases 
where  the  general  replication  is  filed,  the  cause  shall  be  deemed 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  at  issue,  without  any  rejoinder  or 
other  pleading  on  either  side.  If  the  plaintiff  shall  omit  or 
refuse  to  file  such  replication  within  the  prescribed  period,  the 
defendant  shall  be  entitled  to  an  order,  as  of  course,  for  a  dis- 
missal of  the  suit ;  and  the  suit  shall  thereupon  stand  dis- 
missed, unless  the  court  or  a  judge  thereof,  upon  motion  for 
cause  shown,  allow  a  replication  to  be- filed  w«nc  pro  tunc,  the 
plaintiff  submitting  to  speed  the  cause,  and  to  such  other 
terms  as  may  be  directed. 

TESTIMONY,   HOW  TAKEN. 

LXVIL  After  the  cause  is  at  issue,  commissions  to  take 
testimony  may  be  taken  out  in  vacation  as  well  as  in  term, 
joinyy  by  both  parties,  or  severally  by  either  party,  upon  in- 
terrogatories filed  by  the  party  taking  out  the  same,  in  the 
clerk's  office,  ten  days'  notice  thereof  being  given  to  the  ad- 
verse party  to  file  cross-interrogatories  before  th  j  issuing  of 
the  commission ;  and  if  no  cross-interrogatories  are  filed  at  the 
expiration  of  the  time,  the  commission  may  issue  ex  parte. 
In  all  cases  the  commissioner  or  commissioners  shall  be  named 
by  the  court,  or  by  a  judge  thereof.  If  the  parties  shall  so 
agree,  the  testimony  may  be  taken  upon  oral  interrogatories 
by  the- parties  or  their  agents,  without  filing  any  written  inter- 
rogatories. 

LXVIII.  Testimony  may  also  be  talcen  in  th©  cause  after 
it  is  at  issue,  by  deposition^  ac^rding  to  the  acts  of  Congress. 


But  in  nnek  case,  if  no  nadoe  is  ^i^eti  to^  iihe  adverse  ptri;  of 

the  time  and  place  of  taking  the  deposition,  he  shall,  upon 
motion  and  affidavit  of  the  f&Qty  he  entitled  to  a  cross-ezain- 
ination  of  the  witnesses,  either  under  a  commission  or  by  a 
new  deposition  taken  under  the  act  of  Congress,  if  a  court  or 
a  judge  thereof  shall^  under  all  circumstances^  deem  it  rea- 
sonable. 

LXIX.  Three  months,  and  no  more,  shall  be  allowed  for 
the  taking  of  testimony  after  the  cause  is  at  issue,  unless  the 
court  or  a  judge  thereof  shall,  upon  special  cause  shown  hy 
either  party,  enlarge  the  time ;  and  no  testimony  takeU  after 
such  period  shall  be  allowed  to  be  read  in  evidence  at  the 
hearing.  Immediately  upon  the  return  oi  the  commissions 
and  depositions,  containing  the  testimony,  into  the  clerk's 
office,  publication  thereof  may  be  ordered  in  the  clerk's  office 
by  any  judge  of  the  court,  upon  due  notice  to  the  parties,  or 
it  may  be  enlarged,  as  he  may  deem  reasonable  under  all  cir- 
cumstances. But  by  consent  of  the  parties,  publication  of  the 
testimony  may  at  any  time  pass  in  the  clerk's  office,  such  con- 
sent being  in  writing,  and  a  copy  thereof  entered  in  the  order 
book,  or  endorsed  upon  the  deposition  or  testimony. 

TESTIMONY  BE  BENE  ESSE. 

LXX.  After  any  bill  filed,  and  before  the  defendant  hath 
answered  the  same,  upon  affidavit  made  that  any  of  the  plain- 
tiflTs  witnesses  are  aged  or  infirm,  or  going  out  of  the  country, 
or  that  any  of  them  is  a  single  witness  to  a  material  fact,  the 
clerk  of  the  court  shall,  as  of  course,  upon  the  application  of 
the  plaintiff,  issue  a  commission  to  such  commissioner  or  com- 
missioners as  a  judge  of  the  court  may  direct,  to  take  the  ex- 
amination of  such  witness  or  witnesses  de  bene  esse,  4apon 
giving  due  notice  to  the  adverse  party  of  the  time  and  |)lace 
of  taking  his  testimony. 

rOKM  OF  THE  LAST  INTERROGATORY. 

LXXI.  The  last  interrogatory  in  the  written  interrogatories 
to  take  testimony  now  commonly  in  use,  shall  in  the  future  be 
altered,  and  stated  in  substance  thus:  ^^Bo  you  know,  or  can 
you  set  forth  any  other  matter  or  thing,  which  may  be  a 
benefit  or  advantage  to  the  parties  at  issue  in  this  cause,  or 
either  of  them,  or  that  may  be  material  to  the  subject  of  this 
your  examination,  or  the  matters  in  question  in  this  cause  ?  if 
yea,  set  forth  the  same  fully  and  at  large  in  your  answer.'' 
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GROSS  BILIi. 

I4XXII.  Where  a  defendant  in  equity  files  a  cross  bill  for 
disco vety  only  against  the  plaintiff  in  the  original  bill,  the 
defendant  to  the  original  bill  shall  first  answer  thereto,  before 
the  original  plaintiff  shall  be  compellable  to  answer  the  cross 
bill.  The  answer  of  the  original  plaintiff  to  such  cross  bill 
may  be  read  and  used  by  the  party  filing  the  cross  bill^  at  the 
hearings  in  the  same  manner  and  under  the  same  restrictions 
as  the  aanewer^  praying  relief;  may  now  be  read  and  used. 

REFERENCE   TO  AND   PROCEEDINGS  BEFORE   MAST|:BS. 

LXXIII.  Every  decree  for  an  account  of  the  personal  es- 
tate of  a  testator  or  intestate,  shall  contain  a  direction  te  the 
master,  to  whom  it  is  referred  to  take  the  same,  to  inquire  and 
state  to  the  court,  what  parts,  if  any,  of  such  personal  estate 
are  outstanding  or  undisposed  of,  unless  the  court  shall  others 
wise  direct. 

LXXIV.  Whenever  any  reference  of  any  matter  is  made 
to  a  master  to  examine  and  report  thereon,  tue  party  at  whose 
instance  or  for  whose  benefit  the  reference  is  made,  shall  cause 
the  same  to  be  presented  to  the  master  for  a  hearing  on  or  be- 
fore the  next  rule  day  succeeding  the  time  when  the  reference 
was  made ;  if  he  shall  omit  to  do  so,  the  adverse  party  shall 
be  at  liberty  forthwith  to  cause  proceedings  to  be  had  before 
the  master,  at  the  costs  of  the  party  procuring  the  reference* 

LXXV.  Upon  every  such  reference,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
the  master,  as  soon  as  be  reasonably  can  after  the  same  is 
brought  before  him,  to  assign  a  time  and  place  for  proceedings 
in  the  same,  and  to  give  due  notice  thereof  to  each  of  the 
parties  or  their  solicitors ;  and  if  either  party  shall  fail  to  ap- 
pear at  the  time  and  place  appointed,  the  master  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  proceed  ex  parte ^  or  in  his  discretion  to  adjourn  the 
examination  and  proceedings  to  a  future  day,  giving  notice  to 
the  absent  party  or  his  solicitor  of  such  adjournment ;  and  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  master  to  proceed  with  all  reasonable 
diligence  in  every  such  reference,  and  with  the  least  practica- 
ble delay;  and  either  party  shall  be  at  liberty  to  apply  to  the 
court  or  a  judge  thereof,  for  an  order  to  the  master  to  speed 
the  proceedings,  and  to  make  his  report,  and  to  certify  to  the 
court  or  judge  the  reasons  for  any  delay, 

LXXYI.  In  the  reports  made  by  the  master  to  the  court, 
no  part  of  any  state  of  fiM^ts,  charge^  affidavit,  deposition,  ex- 
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amination,  or  answer,  brought  in  or  used  before  them,  sball  be 
stated  or  recited^  But  such  state  of  facts,  charge,  affidavit, 
deposition,  examination,  or  answer,  shall  be  identified,  speci- 
fied, and  referred  to,  so  as  to  inform  the  court  what  state  of 
facts,  charge,  affidavit,  deposition,  examination,  or  answer, 
were  so  brought  in  or  used. 

LXXVII.  The  master  shall  regulate  all  the  proceedings  in 
every  hearing  before  him,  upon  every  such  reference ;  and  he 
shall  have  full  authority  to  examine  the  parties  in  the  cause 
upon  oath,  touching  all  matters  contained  in  the  reference; 
and  also  to  require  the  production  of  all  books,  papers,  wri- 
tings, vouchers,  and  other  documents  applioabl^  thereto ;  and 
also  to  examine  on  oath,  viva  voce,  all  witnesses  produced  by 
the  parties  before  him,  and  to  order  the  examination  of  other 
witnesses  to  be  taken,  under  a  commission  to  be  issued  i}poQ 
his  certificate  from  the  clerk's  office,  or  by  deposition  accord- 
ing to  the  acts  of  Congress,  or  otherwise  as  herein  after  pro- 
vided ;  and  also  to  direct  the  mode  in  which  the  matters  re- 
quiring evidence  shall  be  proved  before  him  -,  and  generally 
to  do  all  other  acts,  and  direct  all  other  inquiries  and  proceed- 
ings in  the  matter  before  him,  which  he  tnay  deem  necessary 
and  proper  to  the  justice  and  merits  thereof,  and  the  rights  of 
the  parties. 

LXXVIII.  Witnesses,  who  live  within  the  district,  may, 
upon  due  notice  to  the  opposite  party,  be  summoned  to  appear 
before  the  commissioner  appointed  to  take  testimony,  or  be- 
fore a  master  or  examiner  appointed  in  any  cause,  by  subpoBua 
In  the  usual  form,  which  may  be  issued  by  the  clerk  in  blank, 
and  filled  up  by  the  parfy  praying  the  same,  or  by  the  com- 
missioner, master,  or  examiner,  requiring  the  attendance  of 
the  witnesses  at  the  time  and  place  specified,  who  ?ball  be 
allowed  for  attendance  the  same  compensation  as  for  attend- 
ance in  court ;  and  if  any  witnesses  shall  refuse  to  appear,  or 
to  give  evidence,  it  shall  be  deemed  a  contempt  of  the  court, 
which  being  certified  to  the  clerk's  office  by  the  commissioner, 
master,  or  examiner,  an  attachment  may  issue  thereupon  by 
order  of  the  court  or  of  any  judge  thereof,  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  if  the  contempt  were  for  not  attend iqg,  or  for  refusing 
to  give  testimouy  in  the  court.  But  nothing  herein  containei 
shall  prevent  the  examination  of  witnesses  viva  voce  when 
produced  in  open  court,  if  the  court  shall  in  its  discretion 
deem  it  advisabla. 
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LXXIX.  All  parties  accounting  before  a  master  shall  bring 
in  tkeir  reppcotive  accounts  in  the  form  of  debtor  and  cred- 
itor; and  any  of  the  other  parties,  who  shall  not  be  satisfied 
with  the  accounts  so  brought  in,  shall  be  at  liberty  to  exaU]^ 
ine  the  accounting  party  viva  voce,  or  upon  interrogatories 
in  the  master's  oifice,  or  by  deposition,  as  the  master  shall 
direct. 

LXXX.  All  affidavits,  depositions,  and  documents,  which 
have  been  previously  made,  read,  or  used  in  the  court,  upom 
any  proceeding  in  any  cause  or  matter^  may  be  used  before 
the  master. 

LXXXI<  The  master  shall  be  at  liberty  ^o  examine  any 
creditor  or  other  person  coming  in  to  claim  before  him, 
.  either  upon  written  interrogatories,  or  viva  voce,  or  in  both 
modes,  as  the  nature  of  the  csase  may  appear  to  him  to  require. 
The  evidence  upon  such  examination  shall  be  taken  down  by 
the  miaster,  or  by  some  other  person  by  his  order  and  in  his 
presence,  if  either  party  requires  it,  in  order  that  the  same 
may  be  used  by  the  court,  if  tiecessary. 

LXXXII.  The  circuit  courts  may  appoint  standing  masters 
in  chancery  in  their  respective  districts,  both  the  judges  con- 
curring in  the  appointment  >  and  they  may  also  appoint  a 
master  pro  hac  vice  in  any  particular  case.  The  compensa- 
tion to  be  allowed  to  every  master  in  chancery  for  his  services 
in  any  particular  case  shall  be  fixed  by  the  circuit  court  in  its 
discretion,  hs^ving  regard  to  all  the  circumstances  thereof; 
and  the  compensation  shall  be  charged  upon  and  borne  by 
such  of  the  parties  in  the  cause,  as  the  court  shall  direct. 
The  master  shall  not  retain  his  report  as  security  for  his  com- 
pensation :  but  when  the  compensation  is  allowed  by  the  court, 
he  shall  be  entitled  to  an  attachment  for  the  amount  against 
the  party,  who  is  ordered  to  pay  the  same,  if,  upon  notice 
thereof,  he  does  not  pay  it  within  the  time  j)rescribed  by  the 
ootirt* 

XXOEFUONS  TO  REPOBT  OF  MASTER. 

LXXXTII.  The  master,  as  soon  as  his  report  is  ready,  shall 
return  the  same  into  the  clerk's  office^  and  the  day  of  the  re- 
turn shall  be  entered  by  the  clerk  in  the  order  book.  The 
parties  shali  have  one.  month  from  the  time  of  filing  the  re- 
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port,  to  file  exceptio&B  thereto ;  and  if  no  exceptlonri  are 
within  that  period  filed  bj  either  portj,  the  report  shall  staad 
confirmed  on  the  next  role  day  after  the  month  is  expLned* 
If  exceptions  are  filed,  they  shall  stand  for  hearing  before  tlie 
court,  if  the  conrt  is  then  in  session,  or  if  not,  then  at  the 
next  sitting  of  the  conrt,  which  shall  be  held  thereafter  by 
adjournment  or  otherwise. 

LXXXIY.  And  in  orider  to  prevent  exceptions  to  reports 
from  being  filed  for  frivolous  causes,  or  for  mere  delay,  '^e 
party,  whose  exceptions  are  overruled,  shall,  for  every  exc^ 
tion  overruled,  pay  costs  to  the  other  party,  and  for  evety 
exception  allowed,  shall  be  entitled  to  costs — the  costs  to  be 
fixed  in  each  case  by  the  court,  by  a  standing  rule  of  the  cir- 
cuit court. 

DEGREES. 

LXXXV.  Clerical  mistakes  in  decrees,  or  decretal  orders, 
or  errors  arising  from  any  accidental  slip  or  omission,  may,  at 
any  time  before  an  actual  enrolment  thereof,  be  corrected  by 
order  of  the  court  or  a  judge  thereof,  upon  petition,  without 
the  form  or  expense  of  a  re-hearing. 

LXXXVI.  In  drawing  up  decrees  and  orders,  neither  the 
bill,  nor  answer,  nor  other  pleadings,  nor  any  part  thereof,  nor 
the  report  of  any  master,  nor  any  other  prior  proceeding, 
shall  be  recited  or  stated  in  the  decree  or  order ;  but  the  de- 
cree and  order  shall  begin  in  substance  as  .follows :  "  This 
cause  came  on  to  be  heard  (or  to  be  further  heard,  ad  the  case 
may  be,)  at  this  term,  and  was  argued  by  counsel ;  and  there- 
upon, upon  consideration  thereof,  it  was  ordered;  adjudged 
and  decreed,  as  follows,  viz :"  [Here  insert  the  decree  or  order.] 

GUARDIANS  ANP  PROCHEIK  AMIS. 

,  LXXXVIT.  Cruardians  ad  litem  to  defend  a  suit  in&y  be 
appointed  by  the  court,  or  by  any  judge  thereof,  for  infaii4»  or 
other  persons,  who  are  under  guardianship,  or  otherwise  inca- 
pable to  sue  for  themselves )  all  infants  and  other  persons  so 
incapable,  may  sue  by  their  guardians,  if  any,  or  by  their  jwo- 
chein  ami,  subject,  however,  to  such  orders  as  the  court  may 
direct  for  the  protection  of  infants  and  other  persons. 

LXXXVin.  Every  petition  for  a  rei^bearing  diall  iooxitain 
ihe  speoi&l  matter  or  i^um  ia  which  aach  rcl4u9iui]ig  ia  implied 
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for,  shall  be  Bigadd  bj  counsel,  and  the  facts  themn  stated,  if 
not  apparent  on  the  record,  shall  be  verified  by  the  oath  of 
the  party,  or  by  some  other  person.  No  re-hearing  shall  be 
granted  after  the  term  at  which  the  final  decree  of  the  eonrt 
shall  have  been  entered  and  recorded,  if  an  appeal  lies  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  But  if  no  appeal  lies,  the  petition  niay  be 
admitted  at  any  time  before  the  end  of  the  ueti  term  of  the 
coort,  in  the  discretion  of  the  courtt 

LXXXIX.  The  circuit  courts  (both  judges  concurring 
therein)  may  make  any  other  and  ntrther  rules  and  regula- 
tions for  the  practice,  proceedings  and  process,  mesne  and 
final,  in  their  respective  districtir,  not  inconsistent  with  the 
rules  hereby  prescribed,  in  their  discretion ;  and  from  time  to 
time  alter  and  amend  the  same. 

XG.  In  all  caaes,  where  the  rules  prescribed  by  this  court, 
or  hy  the  circuit  court,  do  not  apply,  the  practice  of  the  cir- 
cuit court  shall  be  regulated  by  the  present  practice  of  the 
High  Oourt  of  Chancery  in  England,  so  far  as  the  same  may 
reasonably  be  applied,  consistently  with  the  local  circumstances 
and  local  convenience  of  the  district,  where  the  court  is  held, 
not  as  positive  rules,  but  ajs  furnishing  just  analogies  to  regu- 
late the  practice. 

XCIi  Whenever  under  these  rules  an  oath  is  or  may  be  re- 
quired to  be  taken,  the  party  may,  if  conscientiously  scrupu- 
lous of  taking  an  oath,  in  lieu  thereof,  make  solemn  affirma- 
tion to  the  truth  of  the  facts  stated  by  him. 

XCIL  These  rules  shall  take  effect,  and  be  of  force,  in  all 
the  circuit  courts  of  the  United  States,  from  and  alter  the 
first  day  of  August  next ;  but  they  may  be  previously  adopted 
by  any  circuit  court  in  its  discretion ;  and  when  and  as  soon 
as  these  rules  shall  so  take  effect,  and  be  of  force,  the  Eules 
of  Practice  for  the  circuit  courts  in  equity  suits,  promulgated 
and  prescribed  by  this  court  in  March,  1822,  ^hall  Jienceforth 
cease,  and  be  of  no  farther  force  or  effect.  And  the  clerk  of 
this  court  is  directed  to  have  these  rules  printed,  and  to  trans- 
mit a  printed  copy  thereof,  duly  certified,  to  the  clerks  of  the 
several  courts  of  the  United  States,  and  to  each  of  the  judges 
thereof. 

[The  foregoing  rules  of  practice  were  adopted  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  at  its  January  term,  1842r 
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Bubgeqtiently,  at  the  Decem1i>er  tenn,  1850,  the  40th  nile^ 
preceding,  waa  repealed  by  tie  foUoiring :] 

.  XCin.  Ordered,  that  the  foriieih  rule  heretofore  adopted 
and  promnlgated  by  this  Court  as  one  of  the  rules  of  prac- 
tice in  Buks  in  equity  in  the  Circuit  Courts,  be  and  the  same 
is  hereby  repealed  and  annulled.  And  it  shall  not  hereafler 
be  necessary  to  interrogate  a  defendant  specially  and  partieu' 
larly  upon  any  statement  in  the  bill,  unless  the  eomplaiiuuii 
desire  to  do  so  io  obtain  a  discoyery^ 


f    I 


II. 

Summary  of  decisions  affecting  questions  of  Equity  practice 
and  pleading  J  made  hy  the  Syprem^  Court  of  Appeals  of 
Virginia. 

ANSWERS. 

f 

1.  If  a  cause  come  on  upon  bill  and  answer,  the  latter  must 
be  considered  as  true  in  all  its  parts.     Kennedy  v.  Baylor^  1 

.  Wash.  162. 

2.  If  a  defendant,  by  his  ai^swer,  admit  that  cjertain  goods 
were  to  be  charged  to  him,  upon  certain  cpudition?,  anci  this 
be  the  only  evidenc.e  in  support  of  such  charge,  it  ought  to  be 
made  upon  the  terms  of  that  admission  only.  Kerr  <Sb  Co.  y. 
Love,  1  Wash.  172. 

3.  An  executor,  when  called  upon  to  account,  is  not  per- 
mitted to  swear  himself  into  a  title  to  part  of  his  testator's 
estate.     Beckwith  v.  Sutler  et_al.,  X  Wash.  224.  ' 

4.  The  answer  of  a  defendant  in  Ghanoery,  is  not  evidence 
whefe  it  asserts  a  right  affirmatively  in  op{>09itidn  to  the  plaiiir 
tiff's  demand.  In  such  case,  he  is  as  much  bound  to  establish 
it  by  indifferent,  testimony,  as  thet  plaintiff,  is  to  sustain  his 
bill.     Ibid.     Paynes  v.  Coles,  1  Munf.  373. 

6.  The  testinjo^y  of  one  witness,  without  corroborating  cir- 
cumstances, is  not  sufficient  to  outweigh  the  answer  when  re- 
sponsive to  the  bill.  Holmes,  Ex* or  v.  Smock,  1  Wash.  389, 
See  diapm,an  v.  Turner,  1  Call,  280.  ' 

6.  l?he  answer  of  one  defendapt  in  Chancery  is  not  evi- 
dence against  another.     1  Wash.  389. 

7.  If  an  answer  in  Chancery  be  contradicted  by^  evidence 
in  several  important  points^  it  is  deprived  of  that  weight  which 
is  allowed  to  answers  bj  the  rule^  of  the  court  of  equity, 
Countz  V.  Geiger,  1  Call,  190. 

8.  The  answer  of  a  defendant  in  Chancery,  when  responsive 
to  the  bill,  is  conclusive,  unless  disproved.  Maupin  v.  Whit- 
ing, 1  Call.  224;  2'  Gall,  229;  2  H.  &  M.  393;  2  Munf.  43, 

9.  Where  a  discovery  is  sought  by  the  bill,  a  responsive  an- 
swer is  dearly  entitled  to  credit.  Chapman  v.  Turner,  \ 
Call,  280. 
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10.  When  the  allegations  of  the  bill  are  denied  by  the  an- 
swer, and  not  proved  by  the  evidence  adduced  on  the  part  of 
the  plaintiff,  the  court  of  Chancery  on  hearing  the  cause  ought 
not  to  direct  an  issue  to  try  the  points  in  controversy,  hat 
should  dismiss  the  bill.     Fryor  v.  Adams,  1  Call,  882. 

11.  The  testimony  of  one  positive  witness,  supported  by 
strong  circumstances,  is  sufficient  to  overthrow  un   answer. 

'Bulhek  V.  Gooddll,  3  Call,  44. 

12.  If  the  answer  deny  imposition,  and  be  supported  by  a 
commissioner's  report,  and  acknowledgments  by  the  plaintiff, 
it  will  not  be  set  aside  by  evidence  of  loose  conversations  of 
parties,  and  conjectures  of  witnesses.  Harris  v.  Magee,  3 
CaU,  602. 

13.  The  answer  of  a  defendant  positively  denymg  a  fact 
charged  in  the  bill,  ought  not  to  be  outweighed  by  testimony 
not  equally  positive,  on  the  other  side.  The  Auditor  v.  John- 
son's Ex'x,y  1  Hen.  &  Munf.  537. 

14.  Wh^re  a  bill  of  review  has  been  dismissed,  on  the 
ground  that  it  ought  not  to  have  been  allowed,  the  decree  not 
being  final,  the  ooniplainant  in  that  bill  (being  defendant  to 
the  original  suit)  is  not  authorized,  in  his  subsequent  defence, 
to  make  use  of  the  answer  to  the  bUl  of  review^  UUzeyY. 
Lane's  Ex*x,  4  Munf.  66. 

15.  An  evasive  answer  (though  not  excepted  to  as  such) 
ont^ighed  by  the  testimony  of  one  witness  and  cireum- 
stanoes.      Wilkins  v.  Woodfin,  AdtrCr,  5  Munf.  183. 

16.  A  cl6rk  stating  in  the  transcript  of  the  record,  that 
certain  answers,  which  are  filed  and  copied  in  such  transcript) 
were  not  noticed  by  the  court,  ifl  not  to  be  relied  upon  \^  the 
appellate  court,  if  the  coi^trary  may  be  inferred  from  the  de- 
cree itself.     JPieketi  et  nx,  v.  Ohilton,  5  Muiif.  467. 

17.  If  the  caption  of  the  decree  name  as  defepdants  to  tha 
ease  certain  persons  whose  answers  are  filed,  and  the  decree 
state  that  the  cause  was  heard  upon  the  bill,  answers  and  ex- 
hibits, it  may  be  inferred  that  the  answers  of  those  persona 
were  noticed  by  the  court.     Ibid, 

18.  The  effect  of  the  omission  of  a  replication  to  ^.  aiiswer 
is  that  all  the  allegations  in  such  answer  are  admitted  to  be 
true.     Ibid,     See  Kennedy  v.  Baylor,  1  Wash.  163. 

19.  The  question  as  to  the  admiwibility  and  effect,  of  the 
defendant's  answer  to  a  bill  to  set  aside  a  will  as  evidence  09 


the  tiiiil  of  liie  issue  devisavit  vd  non^  considered  h'y  Oahell 
and  Stcmardy  Jt     Kinchdoe  v.  Kincheloe,  11  Leigh,  39S. 

20.  It  is  a  mle  in  equity  that  the  answer  of  a  defendant 
denying  the  allegations  of  the  bill  must  be  taken  as  true  un- 
less disproved  by  two  witnesses,  or  by  one  witness  and  circum- 
BtaBces  in  his  support;  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the.  plaintiff 
4o  make  hia  ea»e  an  exception  to  this  rule  by  stating  in  his 
bill  that  he  expeote  ta  prove  its  allegations,  and  disclaiming  a 
discovery  from  the  defendant.  Thornton  v.  Gordon,  <jhc.,  2 
Rob.  719. 

21 «  A  defendant  by  his  answer  admits,  thai  certain  goods 
were  to  be  charged  to  him  upon  certain  conditions,  and  this  id 
the  only  evidence  of  suck  charge;  it  ought  to  be  made  upon 
the  terms  of  that  admission  only.  Kerr  &  Co,\,  Love,  1 
Waah.  172. 

.  22.  If  a'  defendant  called  upon  to  account,  for  sales  of  cer^ 
tain  public  securities,  denies  the  receipt  of  them,  averring, 
that  tiie  proceeds  were  accounted  for  to  4he  plaintiff  ^'as 
would  appear  by  the  accounts  and  receipts  annexed  to  the  an- 
swer,'^ such  accounts  and  receipts  ought  to  be  produced,  or  if 
required,  interrogatories  respecting  them  should  be  answered 
Cla^  V.  WiUiamset  al.y  Z  Munf  105. 

23.  A  bill  of  injunction  to  stay  proceedin^^  on  a  judgment^ 
charges  the  plaintiff  at  law,  with  having  failed  to  do  an  act,  on 
which  the  equity  Of  his  claim  depends,  his  answer  takes  no 
notice  of  that  allegation ;  this  will  be  considered  by  the  court, 
on  the  hearing,  ai^  an  admission  that' he  has  not  done  the  a6t 
in  question,  and  will- decree  against  him  withdut  an^exceptioh 
to  the  answer,  or  any  interlocutory  order,  taking  the  bill  for 
confessed  in  part.  Page's  £x'or.  v.  Winston's  AdtvCr,  2 
Munf.  298.     See  opinion  of  Judge  Carr  in  4  Rand.  457* 

24.  If  the  plaintiff  in  equity  call  upon  the '  defendant,  as 
assignee  of  a  bond,  to  say  whether  he  had  noticd  of  th^  con> 
eideration  thereof^  when  he  received  the  fnoney  due  thereon^ 
and  in  his  answer  he  say  that  he  had  no  such  notice,  when  he 
took  the  assignment,  the  answer  is  not  to.be  considered  a^  ad- 
mitting notice,  at  the  time  he  received  the  money.  Edgar  t< 
Xhrnnally  et  aX.,  2  Mttnf  387. 

25.  If  the  plaintiffs  in  equity  charge  in  their  bill,  that  a 
deed  of  marriage  settlement,  under  which  they  claim,  was  ex- 
ecuted before  the  ma*riag«i,  though  recorded  afterwards ;  it  be- 
ing also  expreissed  in  the  recital  of  the  deed,  that  the  same  Ib 
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made  in  contemplation  of  the  marriage  shortli^  intended  to. be 
solemnized,  &c.  and  that  allegation  h&  not  denied  or  notioed 
in  the  answer,  it  must  be  considered  as  {tdmitted  to,  be  true 
without  further  proof.  Scott  et  ux^  v.  Gihbon  &  Co.,  h 
Munf  86.     See  Judge  Oarr*s  opinion  in  4  Kand.  457. 

26.  Where  the  answer  of  a  defendant  omits  to  notice  some 
of  the  allegations  of  the  bill,  and  replies  to  others,  tlie  allega- 
tions not  noticed  are  npt  to  be  considered  as  admitted.  Gc^ 
man  v.  Lyne^s  Ex^or,  4  Eand.  454. 

27.  If  a  defendant,  in  his  answer,  admit  that  a  slave  claimed 
by  him  as  a  gift,  was  always  in  possession  of  the  donor,  he 
cannot  be  allowed  to  give  evidence  that  the.  donee,  had  the 
possession,  for  such  evidence  varie?  from  the  defendant's  ad- 
missions.    Shirley  V. ,  Long^  6  Eand.  7i64.     Sed  quxre, 

28.  A  bond  executed  by  B.  to  C.  is  assigned  by  C.  to  W. 
who  brings  suit  on  it  againdt  B.,  recovers  judgment,  and  sues 
out  execution  without  effect,  then  C.  the  obligee  files  a  bill  in 
Chancery  in  county  court  against  B.  the  obligor  and  others,  to 
Bet  aside  a  conveyance  of  B.  of  hind,  on  the  ground  of  ftaud, 
alleging  that  he  hais  paid  his  assignee  W.  the  amount  due  on 
his  jud^ent- against  B.  and  so  claims  to  stand  in  W.'s  place, 
and  to  have  the  benefit  of  his  judgment.  The  defendants  an- 
swering deny  fraud,  but  neglect  the  repiainder  of  the  allega- 
tions, and  these  allegations  are  not  proven.  The  county  court 
sets  aside  the  deed  as  fraudulent^  and  decrees  a  sak  of  the 
whole  land  tp  ajitiafy  B.'s  claim;  on  appeal  to  Cirpuit  court, 
the  decree  is  reversed  and  the  bill  dismissed,  there  being  no 
proof  of  the  alleged  payments,  and  so  plaintiff  does  not  ap- 
pear to  be  a  creditor  by  judgment.  The  decree  of  the  county 
court  is  errotjeous,  for  the  allegations  of  payment  made  by 
plaintiff,  though  not  denied  By  the  answer,  w^e  not  thereby 
admitted,  but  ought  to  have  been  proved.  The  Chancellors 
decree  is  also  erroneoiis  in  dismissing  the  bill  for  want  of  Such 
proof;  he  should'  have  retained  the  cause,  or  remanded  it  to 
the  (bounty  c61ii*t,  to  give  plaintiff  opportunity  to  adduce  the 
proof.     Gtopp^r  V.  Biertom  et  ah,,  5  Leigh,  426. 

2d.  The  answer  *o^  one  joint  partner  in  the  name  of  both, 
deemed  sufficient,  the  plaintiff  having  filed  a  general  replica- 
tion and  taken  no  steps  to  compel  an  answer  from  the  other 
pai^ner.     Preelands  v.  Roy  all  et  al,,  2  Heri.  &  Munf.  575. 

80.  Where  the  answer  of  the  defendant  omits  to  notice 
some  of  the  allegations  of  tlie  bill^  and  replies  to  others^  plain- 
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tiff  may  except  to  the  answer  as  insufficient.     Coleman  v. 
LifHe*8  Ex'or,  4  Band.  454. 

31.  Ati  answer  cannot  l)e  excepted  to  as  insufficient,  after 
replication.     Ibid.     But  see  sec.  183,  p.  79,  ante. 

82.  If  matter  appear  in  the  answer  of  the  defendant  in 
equity  which  is  nowise  alleged  in  the  bill,  it  cannot  justify  a 
decree  for  plaintiff  against  defendant,  though  it  might  have 
been  ground  for  such  decree  if  it  had  been  alleged  in  the  bill. 
Per  Brockenhrou^hj  J.     Eih  v.  Martin,  5  Leigh,  132. 

33.  An  answer  in  Ohancety  admits  the  allegations  in  plain- 
tiff's bill,  bu*  the  certificate  thereto,  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  made  by  a  justice  of  the  peace,  or  by  any  person  em- 
powered to  administer  the  oath;  defendant  dies;  this  paper  be- 
ing filed  in  the  clerk'fl  office,  will  not  be  considered  the  answer 
of  the'  party,  nor  evidence-  in  the  cause.  Stitlingtons  v. 
Brown  et  ah.,  7  Leigh,  271. 

34.  Case  in  which  the  defence  of  usury,  relied  pn  to  defeat 
the  plaintiff's  whole  claim,  was  helid  to  be  well  made  in  the 
answer.     Smith  v.  Nicholas,  &c.,  8  Leigh,  330. 

35.  No  rule  is  better  settled,  than  that  an  answer  of  an  in- 
fant by  guardian  ad  litem  cannot  be  read  against  him  at  all, 
for  any  purpose.  Per  Baldwin,  J.  Bank  of  Alexandria  v. 
PaUm,  dhc,  1  Eob.  500. 

86.  An  Answer  to  a  bill  of  discovery  is  sufficient,  when  it 
shows  the  defendant  is  protected  from  making  the  discovery 
sought  by  the  bill.  Northwestern  Bank  v.  Nehon,  1  Grat. 
108. 

37.  If  an  answer  contain  impertinent  or  scandaloUs  matter, 
it  will  be  referred  to  a  commissioner,  to  expunge  such  matter 
at  the  costs  of  the  party  filing  the  answers.  ( Oh.  Taylor.) 
Mason  v.  Mason,  4  Hen.  &  Munf.  414.* 

■— • • --  -,,  ,  I-  ---  ■-  -_,|,  I  ai^  II  llllMllT  II  ■^■^■■■lll        ■■■J^LLX-     -J K_ 

*  T&is,  thovgh  not  a  deoUion  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  Virgin!*,  is 
here  inserted  because  it  states  accurately  the  practice  in  this  respect,  in 
courts  of  equity.  Here  follows  the  answer  in  Mason  «.  Mason  which  was 
referred  to  the  commissioner  by  Chancellor  Taylor : 

ANSWER* 

"If  Abraham  Barnes  Thompson  Mason  can  address  the  hon.  court  under 
the  title  of  orator,  the  clumsy  down  James  W.  Wallace  can  do  so  too.  Well 
then  your  orator  asks  the  hon.  court  if  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Mason  (whose  hon- 
esty  and  integrity  will  sound  high  in  heaven)  (and  on  earth  where  she  is 
known,)  ia  prorerbial  for  too  delicate  a  sense  of  justice  and  honor  by 
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38.  The  defence  of  a  parcbuer  for  Talnable  oonnderatioii 
withoat  notice  ma  j  be  made  by  answer  aa  well  as  by  plea. 
Donnd  et  cU.  v.  King's  heirs  et  devisees,  7  Lei^  393. 

39-  A  defendant  in  Chancery  in  Virginia,  may  at  the  same 
time,  answer  and  demur  to  the  same  matter  in  the  bill.  Dis* 
sentiente,  Tucker  P.  Bassets  AdnCr  &e.  v.  ttwwiw^Aam'a 
AdnCr,  7  Leigh,  402. 


which  the  hM  Injared  her  finaneef,  nay  brought  herself  from  a  Baffieteney 
to  want,  I  aek  if  the  kept  in  her  own  poeeeesion  the  boo'ks  keepio^  the 
aeeonnto  of  the  eetate  of  Jaaee  Wallace  and  Thompioa  M aaon  dee'd,  hew 
oan  the  orator  A.  B.  T.  Mason  know  thai  there  is  a  balaaoe  dtte  from  tks 
one  eetate  to  the  other  f  with  what  propriety  ean  he  aecnse  a  eharaeiw 
like  Mn.  Mason's  of  oMbei slemcat  ?  How  indelieate  to  snch  refined  fecUngi 
as  I  presume  the  ooart  to  pciesesi,  wiU  come  sneh  a  charge  against  a  lathar'i 
widow.— Test  their  souls  by  analysis,  will  not  A.  B.  T.  Mason  be  ionnd  all 
caput  mortnum  ?  Mrs.  Mason's  like  the  diamond  exposed  to  heat^  no 
residuum?  Tour  orator  is  no  lawyer  btit  follows  another  trad^;  is  a  dull 
plain  man»  a  mere  Tom  Bowlin;  and  often  gives  oiTence  where  he  meaai 
respect  Being  dumiy  and  heayy  in  words,  he  knows  no  laws  but  these  ef 
honest  integrity  and  has  no  guide  but  justice.  It  appears  to  him  that  if 
Mrs.  Mason  used  the  tobacco  (but  does  not  bclicTc  she  used  one  pipe  fall) 
that  she  Mrs.  Mason  the  adm'x.  is  propria  persona  the  responsible  person. 
The  prayer  of  the  orator  A.  B.'T.  Mason,  eren  admitting  the  embezde. 
menty  is  a  prayer  to  yisit  the  sins  of  the  parent  upon  the  child,  L  e.  if  the 
deseendantf  of  James  Wallace  are  made  defendants  agreaable  to  the  wish 
of  the  orator  A.  B.  T*  Mason. 

The  oharaeter  of  Thompson  Mason  deceased  I  rerere^  <  He  appeata  to  me 
from  the  best  of  my  memory  to  have  possessed  too  much  soul;  too  much 
native  honesty  for  the  iiorld  he  lived  in^-a  just  remark  to  hie  honoiable 
manes. 

To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  ny  brother  Bobt  Wallace  olothed  me 
generally  and  gave  me  what  pocket  money  I  got.  From  the  most  mature 
reflection  I  am  fully  satisfied  that  I  am  not  indebted  to  the  estate  of 
Thompson  Mason  one  cent  The  orator  A ,  B.  T.  Mason  in  his  prayer  to 
the  bon.  court  says  Thompson  Mason  retained  tobacco  as  an  indcmnitj 
against  his  disbursements,  (I  am  not  disposed  to  believe  the  asscrtioni 
of  A.  B.  T.  Mason)  but  let  us  take  his  word  for  it,  for  I  suppoee  that  he 
knew  not  that  such  an  acknowledgment  is  equal  to  a  receipt  in  fuIL  Let 
hidi  then  prove  what  T.  Mason's  ex'or  did  with  the  tobacco.  J7e  tayf  Mrs* 
Mason  used  it,  let  him  then  prove  it ;  even  then  tha  orphan  proves  hli 
reimbursements,  Thompson  Mason  dying  with  ftaU  indemnity  in  hfs  han^ 
The  orator  A.  B.  T.  Mason  says  Mrs.  Mason  detains  the  books  ef  the 
estate.  Without  knowledge  then  on  the  subject  he  roundly  asserts  a  greet 
balance.   Pray  nnde  derivator  snch  infomation  ?   Does  it  oomo  from  Tens 
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40.  Defendant's  demurrer  to  a  bill  being  overruled,  lie  may 
file  any  sufficient  answer.  Northwestern  Bank  v.  Nelson,  1 
Gtnt.  108. 

41.  When  a  defendant  will  be  allowed  to  amend  his  an- 
swer in  order  to  plead  the  statute  of  limitation^.  White  v. 
Tumer^s  Adtn'r,  2  Grat.  602. 

delFaego,  Labrador,  Botany  hfkj;  or  oomea  it  fresh  from  the  rapaeiona 
month  of  the  white  bear  of  Missoari?  Mrs.  Mason  was  oompeUed  to  eeU 
her  dower  in  a  thousand  or  twelve  hundred  aeres  of  land  I  belieye  to  S.  T. 
Huon  for  the  pitiful  sum  of  £100  to  buy  even  a  bed  to  lie  on  at  the  sale  of 
Thompson  Mason :  does  this  smell  of  embeezlement  of  tobacco  ?  does  it 
ihsw  she  was  full  handed  or  poor  indeed  f  It  is  the  opinion  of  J.  W.  Wal- 
lace that  if  any  fraud  has  been  practised,  it  was  not  by  the  but  too  honest 
B. Mason,  but  by  the  orator  A.  B.  T.  Mason.  A  long  life  of  virtue,  honesty 
and  religion  will  fully  exculpate  Mrs.  Mason.  Let  the  orator  A.  B.  T. 
Mason  put  his  hand  on  his  heart  if  any  there.be  in  his  breast  and  say  "  I 
Mfift  did  but  fairly."  There  was  a  paper  from  your  court  senred  on  me 
aeeosing  me  of  contempt  to  the  oourU  I  am  innocent  of  such  charge.  I 
lever  said,  acted  or  thought  with  any  such  design;  to  be  plain,  I  know  no 
more  of  your  court  ihftn  I  do  of  the  hydrogaphy  of  the  moon  and  have  ai 
little  design  to  insult  the  one  as  navigate  the  waters  of  the  other. 

Articlet  in  the  Bill  of  A,  B,  T,  Maaon, 

1.  The  orator  says  that  J.  Wallace  died  in  1776  having  made  a  will. 
Ans.  Grant  it»  but  I  don't  know  the  date  of  his  death. 

2.  That  T.  Mason  married  the  widow  of  J.  Wallace  In  1778. 
Ans.  Grant  it,  but  I  know  not  the  date  of  the  marri^e. 

3.  E.  Mason  was  ex'x.  or  adm'x.  of  J.  Wallace. 

Ans.  I  always  heard  and  believe  she  acted  for  the  estate  of  J.  Wallace 
before  her  marriage  with  T.  Mason. 

4.  T.  Mason  made  disbursements  for  Ijhe  est  of  J.  Wallace. 
Ans.  Ignorant  on  my  part. 

5.  Thompson  Mason  died  possessed  of  tobacco,  bonds  to  indemnify  him* 
self  for  disbursements  made  for  J.  Wallace's  estate. 

Ans.  Ignorant  on  my  part,  but  the  orator  A.  B.  T.  Mason  says  he  did. 
Now  court,  hear  me ;  what  became  of  this  tobacco  ?  Cannot  you  give  to  the 
orator  A.  B.  T.  Mason  an  anti^tobacco  dose  to  work  him  the  orator  up* 
wards,  to  work  him  the  orator  downwards,  and  make  him  the  orator  dis- 
jj^orge  hogsheads  of  tobacco  from  both  ends. 

6.  The  estate  of  J.  Wallace  dividod  f^mong  his  children. 

Ans.  I  got  I  believe  as  much  as  the  other  children  in  negro  property. 

CoxxBiVT.  T.  Mason  lived  and  died  largely  in  debt.  Court,  is  it  reasons- 
ble  that  he  would  sell  his  own  produce  and  tobacco  for  the  support  of  the 
children  of  J.  Wallace  and  do  it  with  a  full  oonvictipn  of  an  injury  to  his 
own  children  when  he  had  the  tobacco  of  J.  Wallace's  estate  in  his  own 
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42.  A  defendant  in  default  for  want  of  an  answer  files  a 
demurrer  to  the  bill  which  is  overruled ;  he  is  not  entitled  to 
two  months  in  which  to  file  his  answer.  Reynolds  y.  Tht 
Bank  of  Virginia,  6  Grat.  174. 

43.  Where  plaintiff  comes  into  equity  on  the  ground  of  dis- 
covery, the  whole  answer  is  to  be  read,  if  it  is  lised  at  all,  as 
the  testimony  of  a  witness;  and  no  part  of  it,  pertinent  to  the 
discovery,  is  to  be  rejected  because  it  is  affirmative  matter  ia 
avoidance  of  that  which  is  admitted  to  be  true.  But  though 
the  answer  is  to  be  read,  it  is  subject  to  be  discredited,  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  testimony  of  any  other  witness.  Ly(yM 
v.  MilUr,  6  Grat.  427. 

44.  It  is  the  right  of  a  defendant  in  equity  to  file  his  an^ 
ewer  at  any  time  before  a  final  decree  in  a  cause.  Bean,  due 
V.  Simmons,  9  Grat.  389. 

45.  Qtisere.  Whether  if  a  decree  settling  the  principles  of 
ike  eause,  though  interlocutory,  had  been  entered  in  the  order 
book  and  the  orders  had  been  signed  by  the  judge,  the  de- 
fendant would  have  been  entitled,  at  the  same  term,  or  at 
any  time  previous  to  the  final  hearing  of  the  cause,  to  file  his 
answer.     Ibid. 

BILLS. 

1.  A  bill  exhibited  in  the  High  Court  of  Chancery,  against 
the  Attorney  General,  as  representing  the  Common  wealth,  but 
not  requiring  him  to  answer  on  oath,  was,  in  this  case,  re- 
ceiyed  as  equivalent  to  a  petition  to  that  court,.  Attorney 
General  v.  Turpin,  3  Hen.  &  Miinf.  648. 


hands  kept  up  forsooth  for  indemnity—if  ould  he  not  sell  fo^  their  use, 
their  own  tobftooo  ? 

Oh !  Jonah,  why  didst  thou  swallow  the  whale f 

Fai/quibb,  to  wit  :  1807,  May  lat. 

Thi9  day  Jas.  W.  Wallace  appeared  before  me,  a  jnsUce  of  the  peace, 
and  made  oath  that  this  answer  if  trae  to  the  best  of  his  memory  and  jadj^- 
ment. 

SIMON  MOR04.Kr.'* 

X,  Biohard  Milton  Gjary,  Deputy  Clerk  of  the  Cirpnit  Conrt  of  the  City 
of  Richmond,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  do  hereby  certify  the  aforegoing  to 
be  a  true  copy  of  the  answer  of  James  W.  Wallace  fil«d  in  cause  of  Mason 
V9.  Mason  bt  als.,  decided  in  the  former  Superior  Court  of  Chancery  held 
i^t  Richmond,  in  the  year  1809. 

RICH'D.  M.  CAEY. 
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2.  tJnd^r  the  prayef  for  general  relief,  the  plaintiff  in 
equity  cannot  recover  a  claim  distinct  from  that  demanded,""  or 
put  in  issue  by  his  bill.  Sheppard's  Ux^or  v.  Starke  et  ux.y 
3  Manf.  29. 

3.  It  seems,  that  a  final  decree  in  a  suit  by  legatees  for  di- 
vision of  testator's  estate,  is  a  bar  to  a  bill  exhibited  by  the 
same  persons' or  their  legal  representatives,  suggesting  that  the 
executor  had  kept,  back  part  of  the  property^  but  not  averring 
that  this  was  new  matter  since  discovered,  or  that  the  decree 
was  obtained  by  fraud.     Legrand  v.  Francisco,  3  Munf.  83, 

4.  Qumre.  After  a  suit  in  Chancery  has  been  set  for  hear- 
ing, has  thei  plaintiff  a  right  to  amend  his  bill  before  the  hear- 
ing as  a  matter  of  oouree,  upon  paying  the  defendant  all  costs 
occasioned  thereby;  or  is  such  amendment  to  be  permitted 
only  upon  good  cause  shown?  Boykin's  devisees  v«  Smith  ei 
aly  3  Munf.  102. 

5.  Where  an  executor  has  a  claim  against  the  estate  of  his 
testator,  depending  on  a  qUantuva  meruit  only,  he  may  exhibit 
a  bill  in  equity  against  his  co-executors  and  the  legatees^  to 
have  such  claim  established  and  fixed  at  a  certain  sum.  In 
such  case,  he  ought  to  state  the  claim  with  reasonable  cer- 
tainty, by  setting  forth  his  own  estimate  of  his  services ;  but, 
should  he  fail  to  do  so,  his  bill  ought  not  to  be  dismissed,  but 
leave  to  amend  it  shoujd  be  granted  oh  motion.  Baker  v. 
BaJcer  et  al.,  8  Munf.  222. 

6.  A  fact  not  charged  in  the  bill,  nor  put  in  issue  by  the 
pleadings,  cannot  be  relied  on  by  the  plai'htiff.  Parker  v. 
Carter  et  al,,  4  Munfi  273. 

7.  A  defect  in  the  charging  part  of  a  bill,  cannot  be  sup- 
plied by  a^silbsequent  interrogatory.     Ibid. 

8.  Where  the  bill  in  chancery  is  defective,  not  only  for 
want  of  proper  parties,  but  in  other  respects,  so  that  no  de- 
cree for  plaintiff  can  oe  entered,  a  decree  dismissing  the  bill 
ought  to  be  affirmed ;  but,  if  it  appear  probable  that  some- 
thing Plight  be  recovered  on  a  new  bill,  properly  drawn,  such 
afiirmance  should  be  without  prejudice  to  any  other  suit  the 
plaintiff  may  be  advised  to  tring.  Stott  et  al.  v.  Baskerville 
et  al,  6  Munf.  20. 

9.  It  is  error  for  a  bill  in  chancery  to  pray .  that  testimony 
may  be  perpetuated,  and  at  the  same  time  to  ask  relief. 
Miller  X.  Sharp,  3  Rand.  41  r  .. 


A    I 
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10.  The  plaintiff  in  a  cross  bill;  cannot  contradict  tie  ^ 
sertions  in  his  answer  in  the  original  suit.  Hvdton  et  al.  y. 
Bvdson's  Mc'or,  3  Rand.  117. 

,  11.  A  bill  of  peace  will  not  lie  where  the  rights  and  re* 
eponsibilities  of  the  several  defendants^,  neither  arise  from,  nof 
depend  upon,  nor  are  in  any  way  connected  with  each  other* 
RandolpJCs  Adm'x.  Yt,  Kinney y  3  Rand.  394. 

12.  A  creditor  by  judgment^  obtained  agaihst  an  execntc^i 
may  either  sue  out  execution,  and  levy  it  on  the  visible  pro- 
perty  of  the  testator,  if  any  there  be;  or  if  none  be  found, 
he  may  proceed  against  the  executor,  as  for  a  devastavit^  on 
account  of  misapplication  of  assets,  or  for  that  which  amounts 
to  an  admission  of  asisets ;  or  he  not  knowing  the  state  of  ^e 
assets,  may  file  a  bill  of  discovery,  and  thereupon  proceed  at 
law ;  or  the  Court  of  Chancery  may  retain  the  cause,  and  de* 
termine  disputes  between  the  parties.  White  et  (d»  v.  JSdfH 
nister's  Ex^ors,  1  Wash.  166» 

13.  Where  a  discovery  is  sought  by  the  bill,  a  responrire  bB' 
swer  is  clearly  entitled  to  credit.  Chapman  v.  Tumer,  1 
Call,  280. 

14.  The  courts  of  Chancery  have  jurisdiction  in  all  cases, 
where  a  discovery  appears  to  be  necessary^  and  the  plaintiff 
has  a  right  to  demand  it*     Fryor  v.  Adams,  1  Call,  382* 

15.  If  the  bill,  in  order  to  give  the  court  jurisdiction  make 
a  mere  colorable  suggestion,  that  a  discovery  is  wanting,  the 
defendant  may  by  plea,  deny  the  fact,  and  ground  his  objec- 
tion to  the  jurisdiction  on  that  denial;  which  fact,  thus  put 
in  issue,  is  to  be  tried  by  the  court,  according  to  the  usual 
course  of  Chancery  causes.  If  the  decision  be  for  the  defend- 
ant,  his  objection  operates;  if  for  the  plaintiff,  the  question 
still  remains  to  be  decided,  whether  the  fact  alleged  be  a  suffi- 
cient ground  of  equity  to  sustain  the  jurisdiction.    Ibid. 

16.  On  a  bill  for  a  discovery,  if  it  appear  on  its  face,  that 
a  discovery  is  not  necessary,  the  defendant  may  demur  to  the 
bill,  in  which  case  the  demurrer  is  to  ^be  considered  as  a  plea 
^o  the  jurisdiction,  so  as  to  take  the  case  out  of  the  act  pre- 
cluding appellate  Courts,  (if  there  be  a  plea  to  the  jurisdiction 
in  the  inferior  court,)  from  proceeding  to  a  reversal  for  want 
of  jurisdiction.     Ibid, 

17.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  court  will  be  sustained,  until 
the  hearing  at  least,  the  demurrer  being  overruled.  But  if, 
after  the  demurrer  has  been  overruled,  the  answer  and  other 


« 

testimcmy  should  contradict  the  allegations  of  thid  bill,  upon 
the.pCHQt  confemiig  jurisdiction;  quaerey  whether  the  court 
may  -still  considier  its  jurisdictloa  sustained,  by  the  impljyed 
admission  -  in  the  demurrer  of  th^e  truth  of  those  allegations. 
Ibid, 

ISv.In  a  bijl  brought  for  discovery  and  for  the  conveyance 
of  lamd  or  other  estate,  all  persons  interested  in  the  land  or 
other  estate,  ought  to  be  made  parties.  Key^s  Ux'ors  v.  Lam^ 
h&t,  r  Hen.  &  Munf.  330. 

I*^  After  a  judgment  against  an  executor,  and  a  return  of 
'^no  effects,^'  on  an  execution  against  the  goods  and  chattels 
of  his  testator,  a  suit  in  equity  may  be  brought  for  a  discovery 
of  the  assets.;  to  which  suit  the  securiti^  of  the  executor  and 
«iU- other  persons, '(however  remotely  concerned  in  interest,) 
agaiilst  whom  a  decree  can  be  rendered,  ought  to  be  made  de» 
fendants.    .QUxvke  v.  Webh  etaL,  %  Hem.  &  Muaf.  8. 

■  •  ■  , 

20.  Where  a  plaintiff  sues  in  Chancery,  for  a  conveyance 
of  a  specific  tract  of  land,  and  also  for  a  conveyance  of  other 
lands,  to  make  up  a  deficiency  of  quantity,  (relating  to  which 
deficiency  he  prays  a  discovery,)  but  according  to  the  contract 
a^^pears  entitled  to  compensation  in  money  and  not  in  kuds;* 
the  ooart,  after  decreeing  the  first  mentioned  conveyance,  (the 
deficiency^  and  the  sum  to  be  allowed  for  it,  being  ascertained,) 
will  go  on  tot  decree  the  compensation^  .without  turning  the 
party  over  to  a  court  of  law.      Chinn  v.  Beal^j  1  Munf.  63. 

21.  In  cases  where  it  is  proper  and  necessary,  to  go  into 
equity  itit  a  discovery,  the  court  having  possession  of  the  sub- 
ject, will  prooeed  to  decide  the  cause,  without  turning  the 
parties  round  to  a  court  of  law,  notwiihstaifding,  (if  such  dii* 
<x>v9;Fyi  bad  not  b^n  necessary,)  relief  might  originally  have 
been'  baa  at  law«  Ckichester^i  .JSx^±.  v.  yVa»*s  AdM'r.y  1 
Munf.  98> 

22.  To  give  a  court  of  equity  jurisdiction  on  the  ground  of 
discovery^  it  is  not  sufficient  to  charge,  that  certain  facts  are 
koown  to  the  defendants,  and  ought  to  be  disclosed  by  t^hem^ 
Imt  it  should  be  averred,  th^t  the  plaintiff  is  unable  to  prove 
8uc1^  facts  by  other  testimqny.     Duvah  v.  Ro&Sy  2  MuQf.  290. 

23.  A.  bill  of  discovery,  to  obtain  endeaed,  which  might 
ha^e  •  been  useful  in  a  irial  at  law,  must  be  filed  pendinjg  the 
suit  at  laWj  unless  >8ome  sufficient  excuse  is  shown,  wh^  it  was 
ni^  filed  at  that  timev  Jiiitfibt^s  Mt^r.  v.  Hmidddy  6 
BMia.  126. 

22 
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24.  Qusere.  Whether  a  creditor  at  lafge  can  inaintaiii  a 
bill  in  Chancery  against  the  executor  of  the  debtor  for  a  dii^ 
covery  and  account  of  assets,  ani  satisfaction  ?  PoindeOcter^t 
Ex^ors.  V.  Greenes  Ex^on.,  6  Leigh,  504. 

25.  In  a  suit  in  equity  to  enforce  payment  of  a  bond  debt, 
28  years  after,  the  right  to  deoxtand  it  accrued,  there  being  no 
remedy,  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  but  in  equity,  the 
bill,  to  rebut  the  presump^on  of  satisfaction  arising  from  lapse 
of  time,  properly  calls  on  the  defendant  to  answer  wketfaer  thef 
debt  has  been  paid  or  not^  Baker  y.  Morris* s  AdrnW.,  10 
Leigh,  284. 

26.  Where  assumpsit  is  brought  at  law,  and  the  staitnte  of 
limitation  pleaded,  a  bill  of  discovery  may  be  filed  in  equity, 
calling  on  the  defendant  to  answer  whether  he  has  not  made  a 
new  promise  within  the  term  of  limitation,  in  order  to  use 
this  matter  on  the  trial  of  the  action  of  law,  in  ayoidanoe  of 
the  bar  of- the  statute,  and  the  defendant  shall  answer  the 
allegation  of  the  new  promise  cm  oath.     Ibid. 

27.  A  defendant  is  not  bound  to  disclose  6r  answer  matters 
which  will  expose  him  to  pains,  penalties  or  punishment,  or  to 
a  criminal  ppoeecutioB.  And  if  he  will  be  probably  subjected 
to  danger  by  his  answer,  he  will  be  protected.  Norikvot^^m 
Bank  V.  NekoHf  1  Grat.  108. 

28.  If  the  objection  t«r  the  discovery  appears  on  the  face  of 
the  bill,  defendant  may  demur.     Ikid* 

29.  But  if  not  appearing  on  the  face  of  the  bill,  the  de- 
fendant must  claim  his  protection  by  piea  or  answer;  the 
averments  of  which,  if  traversed  by  replication,  must,  be  estab^ 
lished  by  sufficient  evidence.     Ibid, 

30.  If  plaintiff,  seeking  a  discovery,  relies' on  the  fact  that 
a  prosecution'  would  be  barred  by  the  statute  of  limitation, 
this  fact  should  appear  from  the  statements  of  the  bill.    Ibid* 

31.  A  testator  having  devised  slaves  to  his  wife  for  life,  re- 
mainder to  his  children;  if  the  wife  marry  again,  and  kef 
second  husband  sell  one  of  the  slaves  to  a  bona  fide  purchaser^ 
who  bad  no  notice  of  the  right  of  those  in  remainderj  and 
before  receiving  such  notice,  sold  the  same  slave  to  another 
person;  and  they  bring  a  bill  quia  timent,  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery dught  to  decree  that  the  husband  sltail  give  security  ^r» 
the  forthcoming  of  all  the  slaves  and  their  increase  at  the 
death  of  his  wife,  but  should  dismiss  the>  biH  As  to  the  pnr^ 
chaser.     ChisMmt  v*  Starke^  3  Oall;  25. 
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32.  Before  the  aot  of  1794,  Ed.  1803  and  1804,  p.  223,  o. 
174,  a  surety  in  a  bond  was  not  absolved  from  the  obligation 
hj  requesting  the  obligee  to  sue,  and  his  failing  to  do  so, 
without  anything  active  between  him  and  the  principal,  tend- 
ing to  show  a  new  contract  for  forbearance.  Croughton  v. 
DuvaJ;-^  Call,  69. 

33.  In  such  ca^e,  tbe  surety  might  have  paid  the  money, 
taken  an. assignment  of  the  bond,  and  sued  che  principal  hin^i- 
self;  or  he  might  have  brought  his  bill  quiajtimet  to  compel 
the  principal  to  pay,  and  the  creditor  to  receive  the  money. 
Ibid, 

34.  The  power  of  a  court  of  equity  to  rule  a  tenant  for  life 
of  slaves,  or  other  property,  to  give  security  that  the  property 
shall  foe  forthcoming  at  his  or  her  death,  is  to  be  exercised, 
not  as  a  matter  of  course,  but  of  nound  discretion,  according 
to  circumstances.  Holladay  et  ux.  v.  Coleman  et  ux.^  2 
Jlunf.  162. . 

35.  A  bill  sho«id  not  be  dismissed  for  defect  of  parties  if 
plaintiff  has  shown  himself  entitled  to  relief  on  the  merits; 
but  he  should  be  allowed  to  amend  his  bill  and  make  the  ne- 
cessary parties.     Jameson^s  Adm^x.  v.  Deshields,  3  Grat.  4. 

36.  Plaintiff,  after  setting  out  hia  case  in  his  bill  states 
what  he  understands  is  the  pretension  of  the  defendant.  This 
is  not  such  an"  allegation  as  will  constitute  the  answer  respon- 
sive thereto,  evidence,  and  thus  throw  the  burden  of  disprov- 
ing it  upon  the  plaintiff.  Leas*  Ex*or.  v.  Eidson,  9  Grat. 
277. 

37.  Bill  being  filed  for  the  specific  execution  of  a  contract 
for  the  exchai^ge  of  lands,  if  it  appears  in  the  progress  of  the 
cause  tjhat  the  defendant  cannot  comply  with  his  contract,  the 
plaintiff  may  amend  his  bill  and  ask  for  a  rescission  of  the 
c:;ntract  apd  for  such  other  relief  as  under  tl)^  circumstances 
ho  h  entitled  to.     Parrill  v.  McKinle^,  9  Grat,  1. 

BILL  OF  REVIEW.  « 

1.  Where  the  accounts  of  an  executor  have  been  discussed 
for  a  long  time  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  before  and  after  the 
appeal,  and  having  become  intricate  from  the  manner  of  stat- 
ing-them,,  if  the  bill  of  review  be  applied  for  to  the  last  decree 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  purporting  to  be  made  in  conform- 
ity to  the  decree  of  Court  of  Appeals,  and  leave  to  file  the 
bill  ba  refused,  ihe  .Gourfc  of  Appeals  will  oorreot  what  is  orr 


25$  BILL  OF  I^BVIEW, 

roneous  in  the  report  of  th.e  commissioner  acting  Hnd^r*  its 
own  decree,  and  a&rm  the  re^dne  in  order  to  prevent  furt)ier 
delay,  although  the  affirmanco  m'aj  possibly  be  injuridns  in 

gome  instances.     Caty\^  due,  Ex^ors  y.  Macon  et  ahy  4  CaH,-  6D8, 

•  ■  '      .• 

2.  When  a  l^ill  of  review  alleges  new  matters  which  are  de- 
nied by  the  answer,  it  will  be  dismissed  at  the  hearing,  unless 
the  plaintiff  proves  the  new  matters,  and  that  they  were  dis- 
covered after,  the  decree  was  made«  Bamet  d:  Co.  v.  iSfnttA 
<fe  Co.,  6  Call,v98. 

3.  If  a  bill  of  review,  showing  just  cause,  be  offered  and 
refused  by  the  Chancellor,  an  appeal  lies  to  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peals.    Lee's  In/ants  v.  Braxton,  5  Call,  459. 

4.  A  bill  of  review  must  suggest  error  in  law,  or  newly  dis- 
covered m?.tter,  or  it  cEinnot  be  sustained.  Triplet  y.  Wihon 
et  al,  6  Call,  47. 

5.  Where  a  decree  has  been-  affirmed  by  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peals, a  kill  of  review  ought  not  to  be  granted  to  reverse  it  for 
any  errors  on.  the  face  of  the  proceedings;  but  if  new  matter 
be  produced  which  was  unknown  to  the  party  ap^ying,  at  the 
time  of  the  decree,'  the  Court  of  Chancery  may,  and  if  the 
evidence  warrant  it,  should  receive  a  bill  of  review.  M'  Call 
v.  Graham  et  ah,  1  Hen.  &  Munf.  13. 

6.  Additional  circumstances  merely  confirmiiig  facts  provenl 
in  the  original  cause,  d(»  not  furnish  sufficient  grounds  for  a 
bill  of  review.  •  Randolphs  Ex'ors  v.  Randolph's  Ux'orsj  1 
Hen.  &  Munf.  181. 

7.  An  attachment  having  been  served  to  compel  perform- 
ance of  ^n  erroneous  decree  in  Chancery,  and  the  defendtfnt 
having  been  induced,  under  influence  of  the  decree,  and  du^ 
ress  of  the  attachment,  (without  knowing  his  rights,)  to  piy  a 
sum  of  money,  and  execute  an  obligation  for  a  farther  pay^ 
ment ;  on  a  bill  of  review,  the  money  was  decreed  to  be  r^ 
funded,  and  the  obligation  to  be  surrendered-*  Nelson  v.  Siidr 
darth  et  al.,  1  Jlen.  &  Munf,  350.  . 

8.  An  appeal  ought  not  [previous  to  statute  allowing  ap^ 
peals  from  interlocutory  decrees]  to  have  been  allowed  by  the 
Court  of  Appeals,  from  an  order  of  a  Superior  Court  of'  Chan- 
cery, rejecting  a  motion  to  allow  a  biH  of  review,  where  the  right 
of  property  had  been  decided,  and  a  writ  of  luzhere  /Adas 
possessionem  awarded,  but  an  account  remained  to  be  taken, 
and  the  commissioniir's  report  had  not  come  in  y  suqh  decree 
being  interlocutory  only.  Bowyr  v,  Lewis,  1 H^.  &  Jf  W[i*  654, 
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9.  Th&dntiiietion  between  a  bill  of  r^TieWy  and  a  enp^- 
mental  bill,  in  the  natnre  of  a  bill  of  review,  is  this ;  a  bill  of 
review  forms  no  part  of  the  proceedings  in  the  original  canse, 
but  is  offered  fifter.  the  suit  is  ended :  A  supplemental  bill  in 
the  nature  of  a  bill  of  jeview,  supposes  an  existing  cause ;  is 
received  and  incorporated  with  the  papers  in  that  cause,  and 
may  be  regarded  as  an  amended  bill ;  and  if  such  bill  be  re- 
jected, the  order  rejecting  it  is  interlocutory  only.  By  Wick- 
ham  arguendo.     Thici. 

10.  A  bill  of  review  cannot  be  brought,  until  the  decree 
sought  to  be  reviewed,  and  reversed,  is  final  and  the  parties 
out  of  court.     Eilzey  v.  Jaane's  E£x,  2  Hen.  &  Munf.  589. 

11.  A  bill  of  review  lies  only  for  new  matter  discovered 
since  the  decree,  or  for  errors  apparent  on  its  face.  Quarrter 
V.  Carter's  rep.,  '4  Hen.  &  Munf.  242.' 

12.  A  cause  may  be  re-heard  on  a  petition  presented  before 
the  term  has  passed,  In  which  the  final  decree  was  pro- 
noBQoea;  but,  not  afterwards,- except  by  bill  of  review. — 
( Ch.  Tayl/QT^  Hodges  v.  DavU,^  4  Hen.  &  Munf.  400. 

13.  It  should  appear  that  the  deiendants,  against  whom  a. 
decree  is  pQtered^  h^d  answered  the  bill,  or  stood  out  process 
of  contempt ;  and  if  this  be  omittetj,  a  bill  of  review, may  be 
filed  on  the  grpund  of  error  on  the  facje  of  the  decree.^  Brax- 
ton \:  Lee's  heirs f  4  Hen.  &  Munf.  376. 

14.  Want  of  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  a  commission- 
er's taking  an  account,  or  the  court's  acting  upon  the  report 
too  soon,  are  not  su^cient  reasons  for  a  bill  of  review )  such 
objeotions  not  having  been  taken  (as  they  ought  to  have  been) 
before  the  rendition  of  the  decree.  Winston  v.  Johnson^ $ 
.^'ors,  2  Munf.  a05.  . 

15.  New  matter  is.  no  ground  for  a  bill  of  review,  unless  it 
was  discovered  since  the  decree  was  pronounced. .   Ibid. 

16.  A  de<iree  which  is  final  in  all  respects,  except  that 
^'liberty  is  reserved  to  the  parties,  or  either  of  them,  to  resort 
to  the  court  for  its  further  interposition,  if  it  be  found  neces- 
sary," may  be  amended,  on  motion,  in  a  summary  way,  or  by 
bill  of  review,  Sheppard^s  Ex\or  .v»  Starke  et  tLx.y  3  Munf. 
29. 

17.  "^t  seems,  that  a  final  decree  in  a  suit  by  legatees  for 
division  of  a  testator's  estate,  is  a  bar  to  a  bill  exhibited  by 
the  same  persons,  or  their  legal  representatives,  suggesting 
that -the.  ezecator  had  kept  back  part  of  tke  property;  but  not 
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averring  that  this  was  new  matter  siilce  discorered,  or  that, 
the  decree  was  ohtained  by  fraud:  Legrand  v.  Francis€4>f  d 
Munf.  83. 

18.  It  is  no  ground  for  a  bill  of  review,  that  the  party  was 
prevented  from  proving  certain  important  facts  by  wrong  ad- 
vice of  one  of  his  counsel ;  or  that  the  other  was  unabfe  to 
attend  to  the  cause  when  called  for  trial,  which  circumstance 
was  unknown  to  the  party,  until  after  the  decree.  JTranlclin 
V.  Wilkinson,  3  Munf.  112. 

19.  Where  a  bill  of  review  baa  been  dismissed,  on  the 
ground  that  it  ought  not  to  have  been  allowed,  the  decree  not 
being  final,  the  complainant  in  that  bill,  (being  defendant  to 
the  original  suit,)  is  not  authorized  in  his  subsequent  defence 
to  make  use  of  the  answer  to  the  bill  of  review,  as  evidence 
in  his  favor.     JSllzei/  v.  Lane^s  iJx^x.,  4  Munf.  66. 

20.  A  bill  of  review  to  a  decree  pronounced  before  the 
11th  February^  1814,  eould  not  be  received  after  five  years 
had  elapsed  from  the  date  of  such  decree.  Shepherd  y.  La-^ 
rue,  6  Munf.  529. 

21.  The  act  of  limitation  need  not  be  pleaded  against  a  bill 
of  review,  for  the  bill  itself  should  show  that  it  is  exhibited 
within  the  time  prescribed  by  law ;  or  that  the  complainant  Is 
protected  by  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  act,  otherwise  it 
ought  not  to  be  received.     Ibid. 

22.  In  such  case,  if  the  fact  alleged  to  prevtat  the  opera- 
tion of  the  act  be  false,  it  may  be  denied  by  the  answer  ef 
the  other  party,  and  if  the  proof  be  in  his  favor  the  bill 
should  be  rejected.     Ibid. 

23.  It  is  not  sufficient  ground  for  a  bill  of  review,, that  cer- 
tain papers  on  which  the  complainant's  right  to  a  decree  de- 
pended, and  which  he  intended  to  exhibit  with  his  original 
bill,  were  lost  or  mislaid  by  his  counsel,  and ,  not  found  till  af- 
ter the  decree  against  him.  Jones  v*  Pilcher^s  devisees,  6 
Munf  425. 

24.  To  a  final  deeree  for  8.  against  T.,  the  latter  files  a  bill 
of  review  for  errors  in  law  in  the  proceedings  and  decree  ]  S. 
in  his  answer  cannot  allege  any  new  matter,  of  fact.  Thorn- 
ton V.  Stewart,  7  Leigh,  12S. 

25.  Bill  of  review  of  a  decree  for  errors  at  law,  dismissed 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery  -,  this  decree  b  reversed  by  thi^ 
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emrty  and  the  original  decree  reversed,  jet  it  appearing  that 
the  plaintiff  might  have  a  just  claim,  ,the  original  cause  was 
remanded  for  iurther  proceedings.     Ibi(L 

26.  An  interlocutory  decree  in  Chancery,  deciding  a  ques- 
tion of  fact  in  litigation,  pronounced  in  the  progress  of  an  ac- 
count, on  an  exception  to  a  report,  or  instruction  to  the  com- 
missioner, as  to  the  propriety  of  items  of  debit  or  credit,  is 
not  such  a  final  decree,  as  precludes  a  party  from  taking  new 
evidence  touching  the  same  question  of  fact,  without  obtain- 
ing a  review  or  re-hearing  of  the  decree,  and  without  showing 
that  the  new  evidence  had  been  discovered  since  the  decree. 
Dunba/s  Ex^ors  v.  Woodcock's  JSx^or,  10  Leigh,  629. 

27.  A  justice  of  the  peace  having  failed  to  forward  a  depo- 
sition taken  by  him,  to  the  clerk  of  the  court  in  which  the 
cause  is  pending,  and  the  cause  having  been  heard  and  deci- 
ded without  it,  is  no  ground  for  a  bill  of  review.  Niday  v. 
Harvey  <Sc  Co  et  ah,,  9  Grat.  454. 

28.  A  bill  of  review  for  error  on  face  of  decree  will  not  lie 
for  error  in  a  commissioner's  report,  to  which  there  was  no  ex- 
ception, and  the  correctness  of  which  might  be  affected  by 
extraneous  proof.  Mosby's  adm'r  et  ah.  v.  Mosby's  adm*r,  9 
Grat.  584. 

COMMISSIONERS. 

1.  In  a  suit  to  foreclose  equity  of  redemption,  commission- 
ers are  appointed  by  court  to  ascertain  the  damage  the  land'' 
has  sustained,  while  in  possession  of  mortgagee,  and  deduct 
the  amount  reported  from  the  payments  made  by  the  mort- 
gagor.    Decree  affirmed.     Kennedy  v.  Baylor,  1  Wash.  168. 

2.  In  the  above  case  the  commissioners  omitted  to  state 
the  time  or  place  of  meeting,  or  whether  defendant  had  no- 
tice. No  exception  being  taken  in  court  belowy  no  ground 
for  reversal.     J  bid. 

8.  The  value  and  profits  of  land,  being  in  the  nature  of 
damages,  should  be  ascertained  by  a  jury,  not  by  commission- 
ers. Eustace  v.  Gaskins,  1  Wash.  188.  Contra,  Roberts's 
widow  et  al.  V.   Stanton,  2  Munf.  129. 

4.  Although  it  appear  on  the  face  of  commissioner's  re- 
port, that  he  fixed  the  value  of  certain  slaves  by  guess-work, 
yet* if  it  do  not  appear  to  be  unreasonable  either  way,  arid 
no  exception  being  taken  in  court  below ;  not^to  be  noticed 
in  court  above.     Beckwith  v.  Butler,  1  Wash.  224. 
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6.  An  error  apparent  on  the  fade  o^  an .  ab6oipt-  in  a.  oott^ 
inissioner's  report,  is  gi^oiind  for  reversing  a  jdecree. confirming', 
it,  though  no  exception  has  been  taken  below.  .  WaLkem't 
Ex'ors  V.  Walke,  2  Wash.  195.     Sed  que&re.  .      • 

6.  On  a  general  order  of  reference  to  a  commissioner,  of 
all  accounts  between  the  parties,  if  he  state  an  account  as-  to 
one  subject  only,  omitting  others^  and  his  report  be  confirmed 
bj  the  court,  it  is  a  sufficient  ground  forreyersing  the  decree. 
Harris  v.  Mugee,  3  Call,  502.    . 

7;  A  Court  of  Chancery  ought  not  to  decide"  on  aceoants 
mutually  existing  and  controverted  between  the  parties  with- 
out referring  the  accounts  to  commissioner,  to  report  thereon. 
Bland's  Adm'r.  v.  Wj/atts,  1  Heii.  &  Munf.  543. 

8.  An  order  of  the  Court .  of  Chancery,  to  make  ttp  an  ac- 
count, without  saying  before  wh6m  it  is  to  be  done,  must  be 
executed  before  one  of  the  master  commissioners  of  the  court. 
Anderson  v.  Gest,  Ch.  Taylor,  2  Hen-  &  Munf.  2&. 

9.  The  court  cannot  appoint  commissioners  to  make  up  an 
account  out  of  the  State,  except  by  consent  jof  parties.     I  hid, 

10.  Quaere,  whether  commissioners  appointed  to  tal;e  .de- 
positions, can,  by  their  own  authority,  adjourn  the  taking 
thereof  to  any  other  convenient  time  and  place,  in  the  event, 
that  the  business  cannot  readily  be  fini9hed  -on  the  day,  and  at 
the  place  to  which  the  notice  applies;  no  intended  adjourn- 
ment, from  day  to  day,  until  the  business  be  £nished,  being 

'expresaed  in  such  notice.     Marshall  v.  Frul)ie,  1  Munf.  247. 

11.  It  is  not  Orror  in  a  court  of  equity,*  to  direct  commis- 
sioners instead  of  a  jury,  to  state  and  report  an  account  of  the 
profits  of  land.  Roberts's  widow  et  heirs  y^  Stanton^  2  Munf. 
129. 

12.  A  coinmissioner-'s  report,  if  .erroneous  on  its  face,  may 
be  objectcid  to,  at  the  hearing*  of  the  cav^e,  though  no  excep- 
tion be  previously  filed;' and  also  in  the  appellate  court,  though 
no  exception  appear  to  have  been  taken  in.  the-  court  below,  but 
without  such  exception,' it  cann6t'  beiiiipsached  on  ground^ 
and. in  relation  to  subjects,  which  may  be  affected  by  extra- 
neous .testimony.  White's  Ex'ors  v.  Johnson  et'aLj  2  Munf. 
285.  •      .     .       .         • 

13.  A  failure  to  mention,  in  a  commissioner's,  report,  that 
notice  was  given  to  the  parties,  is  not*  error  suf&cLent  tore- 
verse.^  decree,  if  no  exception  to  the  report  appear,  in  the  re* 
cord.     Ibid. 
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14.  Want  of  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  a  commission- 
er's takingjm  account,  or  the  court's  acting  on  the  report  too 
sooD}  are  not  sufficient  reasons  for  a  hill  of  review;  such  oh« 
jections  not  having  heen  taken  as  thej  ought  to  have  been  be- 
fore the  rendition  of  the  decree.  Winston  v.  Johnson's  Ex^ors, 
2  Munf  305.    '  . 

15.  A  sale  of  land  at  auction,  by  commissioners,  in  obedi- 
ence to  a  decreie  in  Chancery,  ought  not  to  be  set  aside  on  the 
ground,  that,  after  the  land  had  been  cried  a  considerable 
time,  they  caused  a  limitation  of  time  for  further  bidding  to  be 
proclaimed,  which-  yros'  afterwards  repeatedly  done  away,  and 
the. sale  again  opened;  nor  because  the  day  of  sale  was  cloudy^ 
and  occasionally  rainy;  it  not  appearing  with  certainty 
that  any  person  who  would  have  bid  for  the  land  was  hinder- 
ed thereby  from  attending ;  nor  because  the  witnesses  gene- 
rally thought  the  land  was'  cried  rather  precipitately,  and  with- 
out doe  notice;  one  stating^  that, it  was  proclaimed  more  than 
once,  by  the  orier,  that  the  property  was  about  to  be  struck 
off;  that  the  commissi  oners,  made  proclamation  also /to  the 
same  effect,  by  directing  the  crier  not  >to  dwell ;  and  that  aboxit 
three  minutes  elapsed,  after  the  Jast  bid,  before  the  land  was 
struck  off.     Fairfax  v.  Muse's  Ex'ors,  4-  Munf,  124. 

16..  Exceptions  are  taken  to  a  commissioner's  report,  and 
court  re-comm.its  the  report,  vdthout  passing  on  the  exceptions. 
The  re-committed  report  is  not  excepted  to.  .  The  exceptions 
to  the  first  repbrt  are.  thereby  waived;  .  Kee*s  Ex' or  v,  Kee's 
creditors,  2  Grat,  116. 

17.  A  commissioner  to  whom  accounts  are  referred,  gives 
notice  to  the  parties  by  publication-  in  a  newspaper,  of  the 
time  and  place  of .  taking  the  accounts.  An  exception  by 
a  party  for  want  of  personal',  servitie  where  that  was  practica- 
ble, should^not.be  sustained^  ^unliess  he  shows  by  his  affidavit 
or  otherwise^  that  he  had  not  such  information  of  the  taking  of 
the  accounts^  as  would  have  enabled  him  to  attend.  McCland- 
lish,  Adm'r,  doc:  v.  Edlos  et  als.y  3  Grat,  330. 

18.  When  a  commissioner,  in  his  regular  proceedings  to 
adjust  and  selttle  accounts  referred  to  him,  takes  the  deposi- 
tions of  witnesses  to  enable  him  to  act  upon  the  subject,  his 
general  notice  to  the  parties  of  such  proceedings  is  sufficient^ 
lathout  a  special  notice  fi'om  him.-dr  the. adverse  party^  that 
such  depositions  will  he  taken,"    Ihid. 
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19.  A  claim  of  a  creditor  not  reported  on  by  tke  eommis- 
sioncr,  may  be  directed  to  be  considered  as  a  claim  stated  in 
the  report;  and  will  be  open  to  all  just  exceptions.     Ihid. 

DECEEES. 

1.  Surety  files  a  bill  praying  an  injunction  to  a  jadgment 
against  him,  and  asks  that  land  taken  by  creditors  from  the 
principal  as  security,  by  an  assignment  of  a  deed  thereof, 
might  be  decreed  to  be  sold.  Court  decrees — that  upon  pay- 
ment being  made  by  him  of  a  balance  due,  with  interest 
thereon,  and  all  costs  at  law,  the  injunction  to  be  made  per- 
petual, and  on  such  payment  being  made  the  creditor  should 
deliver  and  assign  to  the  surety,  the  deed  for  and  papers  rela- 
tive to  the  land,  to  remain  as  security  for  his  indemnification, 
and  the  surplus  for  the  benefit  of  the  debtor.  If  the  debt  be 
not  paid  in  a  certain  time,  the  land  to  be  sold  by  commis- 
sioners in  Chancery  at  public  sale  for  cash,  the  time  and  place 
to  be  advertised  in  one  of  the  papers.  This  decree  to  be  satis- 
fied out  of  the  proceeds,  and  the  surplus,  after  satisfying  the 
anrety  all  his  costs  at  law  and  equity,  to  be  .paid  to  the  debtor. 
Groves  V.  Graves,  1  W^sh.  1. 

2.  If  a  decree  for  sale  of  mortgaged  land  be  for  the  whole 
sum  mentioned  in  the  mortgage,  when  only  part  i&  due;  yet  a 
purchaser  at  such  sale  has  a  better  title  to  the  land  than  a 
person  claiming  under  the  mortgagor  by  a  contract  subsequent 
to  the  mortgage :  but  such  person  is  entitled  to  the  surplus, 
of  the  price  for  which  the  land  is  sold  under  the  decree,  aft» 
the  mortgagee  has  received  the  sum  actually  due  on  the  mort- 
gage, with  his  costs.  In  such  case,  therefore,  upon  a  bill 
filed  by  both  the  purchasers  against  the  mortgagee,  the  court 
should  decree  conveyance  to  bo  made  by  the  mortgagee  and 
the  purchaser  claiming  und.r  the  mortgagor,  and  possession  of 
the  land  to  be  delivered  to  the  purchaser  at  the  sale,  upon  his 
paying  to  each  the  sums,  to  which  they  stand  respectively  en- 
titled as  aforesaid*     Thompson  v.  Davenports,  1  Wash.  126. 

3.  The  conveyances  so  to  be  made,  should  be  with  special 
warranty  "aga  nst  themselves,  and  their  respective  heirs,  and 
all  claiming  under  them  respectively."     Ibid, 

4.  A  party,  applying  to  a  court  of  equity  for  an  account, 
subjects  himself,  though  plaintifi^,  to  a  decree  for  a  balance 
found  due  from  him  to  the  defendant.  Hill  et  al,  v.  Souther- 
land's  Bx'ors,  1  Wash.  128. 
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5.  The  Gouit  of  Cliancery  cannot  make  any  Alteration  in 
the  proTisions  of  a  decree  of  the  Court  of  Appeals,  certified 
thither  for  farther  proceedings  in  order  for  a  final  decree^ 
White  V.  Atkinson f  2  Call,  376. 

6.  A  decree  enterred  at  one  term  of  the  Court  of  Appeals, 
by  which  the  cause  is  not  put  off  the  docket,  may  he  set  aside 
at  a  subsequent  term.     Beaumarchais^s  Case,  8  Call,  122. 

7.  It  is  not  necessary  to  state  in  a  decree  in  Chancery,  that 
all  the  preliminary  steps  towards  maturing  the  cause  for  hear-i- 
ing  were  taken;  it  being  intended  where  the  cause  is  set  for 
hearing,  diat  it  was  done  jregularly,  unless  the  contrary  be 
shown.     Quarrief  t.  Carter's  rep.,  4  Hen.  &  Munf.  242. 

i.  A  decree  against^evisees,  holding  by  several  and  distinct 
devises,  ought  not  to  be  joint  but  pro  rata*  Mason* s  dev*8  v* 
Feier^s  Adm'r,,  1  Munf.  487* 

9.  Upon  an  appeal  from  a  decree  in  Chancery,  an  error  to 
the  injury  of  the  appellee  should  be  corrected  though  he  did 
not  appeal.     Day's  £!x*or  v.  Murdoch,  1  Munf.  460. 

10.  A  decree  ip  Chancery  declaring  the  court's  opinion, 
that  an  agreement  for  the  sale  of  a  tract  of  land,  should  be 
specifically  performed  by  both  parties,  and  directing  the  vendee 
to  execute  a  mortgage  of  the  same  land  to  secure  the  purchase 
money,  is  to  be  understood,  as  requiring  the  vendor,  in  the 
first  placC;  to  make  a  title  to  him.  Mai/o  y*  Purcell,  3  Munf. 
243. 

11.  If  a  defendant,  (with  full  knowledge  of  a  decree  in 
Chancery,  directing  him  to  deliver  certain  slaves  to  comm^- 
sioners  ^pointed  to  ^divide  them,)  purchase  up  executions 
against  the  plaintiff,  and  cause  the  same  to  be  levied  upon  his 
undivided  interest  in  tbose  slaves,  which  interest  is  thereupon 
sold  at  an  under  rate,  the  sale  ought  to  be  set  aside,  and  the 
slaves  with  their  increase  and  profits  still  held  liable  to  the 
provisions  of  the  decree*  Eoss  v.  Hbok's  Adm*r»,  4  Munf. 
97. 

12.  If  without  fraud  or  collusion,  a  decree  be  rendered  by 
a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  against  an  executor,  he  may 
bring  his  suit  in  equity  against  the  legatees,  for  contribution 
to  satisfy  such  decree,  without  paying  the  xiaoney  himself; 
and  without  having  appealed  to  a  superior  court;  though  re- 
quested and  advis^-  to  da  so.  Bowers's  Edioar  y*  Gknden* 
ni9^f  4  Munf.  219. 
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13%  It  18  no  objection  to  a  decree,  tliat  it  ig  nowunally  in 
favor  of  one  defendant  against  another,  if  it  be  substaniialk 
in  favor  of  the  complaijiant.      West  v.  Belches,  5  Munf.  18L 

14.  A  decree  ought  not  to  be  reversed  for  uncertainty,  in 
matters,  as  to  which  it  is  only  interlocutory,  and  may  he  per- 
fected by  application  to  the  court.  Bircheti  et  txl.  v.  BoltiM, 
6Munf.  442.  . 

15.  A  clerk  stating  in  the  transcript  of-  the  i^ord,  that 
certain  answers,  which  are  filed  and  copied  in  such  transcript, 
were  not  noticed  by  the  court,  is  not  to  be  relied  on  by  the 
appellate  court,  if  the.  contrary  may  be  inferred  from  the  dfi»- 
cree  itself.     Pickett  et  ux,  v.  Chilton^  5  Munf.  467. 

16.  If  the  caption  of  the  decree  name  as  defendatits  to  tb 
case  certain  persons  whose  answers  are  filed,  and  the  -decree 
state  that  the  cause  was  heard  on  the  bill,  ans^rs  and  ezhi- 
bits,  it  may  be  inferred  that  the  answers  of  those  persons  were 
noticed  by  the  court*     Ibid^ 

17.  It  seems  that  where  a  decree  against  executors  for  a 
legacy  is  made  upon  their  confessing  assets  sufficieht  to  satisfy 
the  same  (without  specifying  whether  such  assets  consist  of 
money  or  other  property)  such  decree  may  .with  propriety 
direct  that  they  pay  the  legacy  and  interest,  with  the  costs  of 
the  suit,  out  of  the  said  assets,  if  so  much  thereof  they  have; 
if  not,  out  of  their  o*wn  estates.  M'Rae*s  Eoc^or  v.  Brooh 
et  ui.,  6  Munf.  157. 

18.  A  decree  against  executor  for  a  legacy,  though  made 
upon  a  confession  of  assets,  and  without  their  expressly  de* 
manding  bond  and  security  from  the  plaintiff,  is  yet  errone* 
ous,  if  it  do  not  require*  such  bond  and  security  to  be.  given 
before  the  defendants  be  compelled  to  pay  their  legacy,  Ihid. 
StdvaWs  Ex'or  y.  Woodson  etux.,  2  Munf.  808;  RootesVi 
Webb,  4  Muiif.  77. 

.  •  • 

19.  A  final  decree  by  default  may  be  set  aside  at  a  subse* 
quent  term,  for  good  cause  shown,  in  a  case  where  relief  can- 
not be  given  by  bill  of  review,  or  bill  to  impeach  the  decree 
for  fraud  in  obtaining  it.     Erwin  v.  Vixit,  6  Munf.  267. 

20.  The  circumstances  shown  in.  this  case  .were,  that  the 
defendant  against  whom  the  decvee  was  rendered,  was  pre* 
vented  by  mistime  and  accident  from  filing  his  answer,  and 
that  in  £wt  hia  titie  w«a  good  tt  the  laiid  ia  emtraviR^i 
/to.  ^      y. 
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{Note,  In  this  case,  a  bill  to  set  aside  the  decree  was 
filed,  but  the  proper  mode  of  proceeding  appears  to  be  by 
petition.) 

21.  A  court  of  equity  may  decree  in  favor  of  one  defendant 
against  another ;  in  a  case  where  the  same  decree  operates  in 
favor  of  a  complainant  by  subjecting  in  the  first  instance,  that 
defendant,  who  ought  ultimately  to  pay  the  debt.  McNeil  et 
al.  V.  Bairdy  6  Munf.  316. 

22.  If  it  be  stated  in  the  transcript  of  a  decree  in  Chan- 
cery, that  "the  cause  came  on  to  be  heard,  on  the  bill,  answer 
and  exhibits,*'  such  hearing  must  be  understood  to  have  been 
in  exclusion  of  the  depositions,  contained  in  the  record,  no 
proof  appearing  of  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking 
those  depositions.     Shumate  v.  Dunbar,  6  Munf.  430. 

23.  In  such  case,  if  the  answer  deny  the  equity  in  the  bill^ 
and  be  not  impugned  by  the  exhibits,  a  decree  in  favor  of  the 
plaintiffs  should  be  reversed,  and  the  bill  dismissed.     Ibid. 

24.  Queer e.  Whether  it  be  regular  in  a  decree  for  sale  of 
mortgaged  premises,  to  direct  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  to  be 
paid  over  to  the  plaintiff,  before  the  sale  shall  have  been  con- 
firmed by  the  court.  Anderson^ s  AdviCr  v.  Davies^s  et  dL,  6 
Munf.  484. 

25.  A  decree  against  purchasers  of  a  tract  of  land,  encum* 
bered  by  a  mortgage  to  secure  the  payment  of  an  annuity, 
ought  to  provide,  that  so  much  of  their  lands,  respectively,  be 
sold,  as  will  be  sufficient  to  pay  their  proportions  of  the  sum 
remaining  due,  and  unsatisfied  by  a  sale  of  so  much  of  the 
tract,  as  was  retained  by  the  vendor,  and  liable  to  be  sold; 
except  so  far  as  they  shall  pay  their  respective  proportions  of 
such  debt,  and  agree  to  hold  their  lands  subject  to  the  future 
decree  of  the  court  for  their  proportions  of  any  sums  growing 
due  to  the  plaintiff  thereafter.  Mayo  v.  Tomkies,  6  Munf. 
520. 

26.  A  mortgagee  of  lands  and  slaves,  cannot  be  compelled 
to  resort  to  a  sale  of  the  slaves  before  he  shall  disturb  the  pos- 
session of  bona  jide  purchasers  of  the  lands  from  the  mort- 
gagor; but  the  decree  against  such  purchasers  ought  to  permit 
them,  after  satisfying  the  claim  of  the.  mortgagee,  to  seek  in-' 
demnity  out  of  the  mortgaged  slaves,  or  from  the  estate  of 
the  mortgagor,  or  of  any  other  person  liable  to  such  demand, 
either  so  far  as  the  mortgagee  might  be  able  to  charge  such 
party  or  otherwise.     Ibid* 

23 
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27.  It  is  error  to  decree  against  an  executor  absoltitely,  that 
he  shall  pay  money  at  fixed  future  periods,  in  respect  of  funds 
not  in  hand,  but  which  shall  then  come  into  his  hands.  Hite^9 
Ex^or  y.  Hite^s  legatees,  2  Rand.  409. 

28.  Where  the  representative  of  a  sheriff  is  sued  on  ac- 
count of  an  estate  committed  to  his  hands,  and  it  appears  that 
his  deputy  (who  is  also  sued)  had  the  entire  management  of 
the  estate,  the  court  may  decree  against  the  deputy  in  the  first 
instance,  if  assented  to  by  the  plaintiff,  reserving  liberty^  to 
him  to  resort  to  the  court,  for  ulterior  decrees  against  the 
other  parties;  but  if  such  assent  be  not  given,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  court  to  decree  between  the  defendants,  in  order  to 
throw  the  burden  on  the  person  ultimately  liable.  Cocke  v. 
Harrison,  3  Rand.  494. 

29.  If  there  be  two  decrees  on  the  same  day  against  a  de- 
fendant's land,  the  whole,  and  not  a  moiety  only,  of  the  land 
ought  to  be  directed  to  be  sold,  on  the  ground  that  at  law,  two 
judgments  would  each  have  taken  a  moiety  if  it  had  been  ex- 
tendible. Coleman  v.  Cocke,  6  Rand.  6  J  8.  Under  one  de* 
cree  this  may  now  be  ttone.  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  187, 
sec.  8. 

30.  A  decree  in  Chancery,  disposing  of  the  whole  subject, 
deciding  all  questions  in  controversy,  ascertaining  the  rights 
of  all  parties,  and  awarding  costs,  though  it  appoint  a  com- 
missioner to  sell  part  of  the  subject,  and  account  for  and  pay 
the  proceeds  to  the  parties,  with  liberty  to  them  to  apply  to 
the  court  to  add  other  or  substitute  new  commissioners,  or  for 
a  partition  of  the  subject  directed  to  be  sold,  in  kind,  is  a 
final  decree.  ^  Harvey  et  ux,  v.  Branson,  1  Leigh,  108. 

31.  Suit  in  Chancery  against  A.  and  B.,  decree  against  A« 
for  debt,  and  against  B.,  declaring  a  conveyance  by  A.  to  him, 
fraudulent  as  against  plaintiffs:  ca,  sa.  issued  on  decree 
against  A.  for  the  debt,  and  executed;  then  B.  appealed  from 
the  decree,  so  far  as  it  affected  him,  and  the  court  reverses 
the  decree  so  far  as  it  affected  B.,  but  held,  it  could  not  re- 
verse the  decree  against  A.  who  had  not  appealed,  though  the 
Court  of  Chancery  had  no  jurisdiction  to  make  the  decrej 
against  him.  Tate  v.  Liggat,  dsc,  and  Liggat,  &c,  v.  Itk^^yan, 
d^c,  2  Leigh,  84.  Distinguished  from  Lewis  v.  Thornton,  G 
Munf  87. 

32.  A.  and  B.  are  co-defendants  in  a  suit  in  Chancery,  for 
recovery  of  a  parcel  of  slaves  and  an  account  of  their  profits. 
B.  claims  the  slaves  under  a  mortgage  to  him  by  his  co-de- 


DECREES.  267 

fendant  A.;  there  is  a  decree  for  the  slaves  and  profits,  against 
both  defendants :  B.  alone  appeals  from  the  decree;  the  court 
holding  that  the  plaintiffs  had  no  right,  considered  the  iffhole 
cause  before  it,  on  B/s  appeal,  and  dismissed  the  bill  as  to  A. 
and  B.  both.     Dickenson  v.  Davis  et  als.,  2  Leigh,  401. 

33.  On  a  foreign  attachment  in  Chancery  against  absent 
debtor  and  home  defendant,  as  garnishee,  decree  against 
absent  defendant  for  debt,  and  against  home  defendant  for 
debt  due  bj  him  to  absentee,  to  be  paid  plaintiff,  in  part  of 
a  debt  due  him  by  absentee;  the  absentee  being  in  default, 
the  home  defendant  appeals :  Reldj  the  home  defendant  can- 
not, in  the  appellate  court,  contest  the  justice  of  the  decree, 
as  against  the  absentee,  but  only  so  much  of  it  as  affects  him- 
self.   Heffetnan^s  AdmW  v.  Grimes's  AdmW,  2  Leigh,  512. 

34.  It  seems  there  cannot  properly  be  a  decree  between  co- 
defen(^nts  in  equity,  in  any  case  in  which  the  plaintiff  is  not 
entitled  to  a  decree  against  both  or  either,  and  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  extend  that  practice  further.  Hubbard  v. 
Goodwifiy  and  Kennedy  v.  Samcy  3  Leigh,  492. 

35.  The  Testator  by  his  will  desires,  that,  when  his  affairs 

are  settled  and  all  his  debts  paid,  his  slaves  be  emancipated 

according  to  law,  and  those  under  age  and  over  forty  to  be 

equally  in  the  care  of  his  wife,  son  and  daughter,  and  that  the 

above  may  be  done  by  his  executors;  upon  bill  in  Chancery 

by  slaves,  as  paupers,  against  executor,  charging  that  ample 

fund  had  been  raised  out  of  their  profits  to  pay  debts,  and 

praying  an  account  of  administration,  and  of  their  profits; 

and  decree  for  their  manumission  and  for  excess  of  profits 

above  the  debts,  the  Chancellor,  in  1809,  finding  that  ample 

fund  to   pay  the  debts  has  been  raised  out  of  the   profits, 

though   debts  not  yet  finally  liquidated  and   paid — decrees, 

that  the  executor  shall  manumit  them,  reserving  liberty  to 

them  to  resort  to  the  court  for  a  distribution  of  any  surplus 

of  profits  which  might  remain  after  liquidation  and  payment 

of  debts,  or  for  other  arrangement  in  respect  to  such  surplus. 

This  decree  is  final  as  respects  their  manumission,  but  making 

no  disposition  of  the  surplus  of  profits.    Paup  AdrrCr,  et  als. 

V.  Mingo,  dsc,  4  Leigh,  163. 

36.  Testator  bequeaths,  that  his  executor  shall  pay  to  his 
daughter  £25  per  annum,  so  long  as  she  shall  remain  single ; 
and  devises  and  bequeaths  to  his  son,  all  his  estate,  real  and  per- 
sonal, which  shall  remain  after  payment  of  debts  and  legacies ; 
the  son  is  the  executor,  he  takes  under  the  will,  ample  estate, 
both  real  and  personal,  to  satisfy  all  the  legacies ;  he  sells  the 
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real,  wastes  the  personal,  and  dies  insolvent.  Upon  a  bill  by 
the  daughter  against  the  purchaser  of  the  real  estate,  and 
two  tons  of  a  deceased  surety  in  the  executorial  bond,  holding 
estate  of  the  surety,  the  Chaneellor  decrees : — ^that  the  sons 
should  each  pay  one  half  of  the  annuity  in  arrear,  and  the 
costs  of  suit,  reserving  liberty  to  the  plaintiff,  in  case  the  de- 
cree should  prove  unavailing  as  to  either,  to  resort  to  the 
court  for  further  decree  against  the  other,  and  ordering  the 
cause  to  be  retained  in  court  for  the  purpose  of  taking  further 
accounts  as  to  the  annuities  to  accrue  in  future.  This  decree 
is  final,  notwithstanding  the  reservation,  from  which  no  appeal 
can  be  taken  after  three  [now,  five]  years  from  its  date. 
Thorntons  v.  Fitzhuyh,  4  Leigh,  209. 

37.  No  decree  can  be  tdMq  on  matter  appearing  in  answer 
only.     Eih  v.  Martin^  5  Leigh,  132. 

38.  In  a  decree  against  infant  heirs,  subjecting  glands 
descended  to  a  debt  of  their  ancestor,  it  is  error  not  to  give 
them  a  day  to  show  cause  against  the  decree,  after  their  at- 
tainment to  full  age.  Jackson^ s  Adm^x  et  ah.  v.  Turner,  5 
Leigh,  119.     Sed  vide  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  178,  sec.  7. 

39.  Bill  filed  by  assignees;  answers  call  for  proof  of  the 
assignment;  it  is  error  to  decree  for  plaintiff  without  such 
proof.      Tennenfs  heirs  v.  Pattons,  6  Leigh,  196. 

40.  Every  decree  which  disposes  of  the  whole  cause,  and 
leaves  nothing  further  to  be  done,  is  a  final  decree.     Ibid. 

41.  Decree  cannot  be  made  against  a  defendant,  where  the 
pleadings  show  no  cause  against  him.  Bank  of  Virginia  v. 
Craig,  6  Leigh,  399. 

42.  The  court  cannot  examine  the  propriety  of  a  decree 
made  at  a  former  term  inter  partes,  nor  set  aside  such  decree 
of  a  former  term,  on  the  ground  that  it  decided  matters  coram 
nonjudice  at  the  time.     Ibid. 

43.  Upon  a  bill  in  Chancery  against  several  defendants, 
process  issues  against  one  not  made  a  party  defendant  in  the 
bill,  and  against  whom  there  is  no  allegation  therein,  and  no 
relief  prayed,  and  a  decree  is  made  against  him  by  default, 
and  against  the  defendants,  by  some  of  whom  an  appeal  is 
taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeals,  where  the  decree  is  reversed 
as  to  the  appellants,  and  in  all  things  else  affirmed.  The  de- 
cree is  a  mere  nullity  as  to  the  party  who  was  not  named  in 
the  bill,  and  against  whom  the  bill  contained  no  allegation  and 
prayed  no  relief.     Mosehy  v.  Cocke,  7  Leigh,  224, 
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44.  Decree  for  plaintiff  reversed  by  the  Court  of  Appeals, 
the  allegations  of  the  bill  not  being  proven  by  competent  evi- 
dence; but  it  appearing  probable  that  the  defect  can  be  sup- 
plied, cause  remanded  to  inferior  court,  to  afford  plaintiff  op- 
portunity of  adducing  other  proof.  Sitlingtons  v.  Brown  et 
ah.  J  7  Leigh,  271. 

45.  Decree  of  reversal,  where  causes  have  been  improperly 
consolidated,  and  in  one  there  is  defect  of  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion, and  in  the  other  the  decree  below  is  erroneous.  Clai- 
borne V.  Gross  et  als.,  7  Leigh,  331 . 

46.  The  bill  of  a  distributee,  besides  making  the  adminis- 
trator and  his  sureties  defendants,  states,  that  the  complainant 
has  understood  that  the  administrator  who  has  gone  out  of  the 
commonwealth,  appointed  B.  his  agent  to  transact  his  business 
in  this  state,  and  that  he  put  property  or  money  into  B.'s 
hands  to  satisfy  his  debts,  but  she  is  not  sure  that  the  fact  is 
80,  and  therefore  does  not  thitk  it  just  to  aver  it  positively. 
She  makes  him  a  defendant,  and  calls  upon  him  to  state 
whether  he  has,  or  expects  to  have  any  such  funds,  and  if  any, 
what.  B.  dying,  and  the  cause  being  revived  against  his  ex- 
ecutrix, she  answers,  that  her  testator,  so  far  from  being  in- 
debted to  the  administrator,  or  having  in  his  hands  any  of  the 
estate  wherewith  to  satisfy  any  part  of  the  debt  due  to  the 
complainant,  was  himself  a  creditor  of  the  administrator  to  a 
very  considerable  amount,  and  that  the  administrator  is  still 
considerably  indebted  to  her  as  executrix ;  that  she  has  a  lien 
upon  certain  slaves,  in  which  the  wife  of  the  administrator 
has  an  interest  at  the  termination  of  a  life  estate,  but  even 
this  property  if  it  could  be  sold  now,  would  be  insufficient  to 
pay  the  debt  due  to  her  as  executrix.  An  account  having 
been  taken,  ascertiaining  the  amount  due  to  the  plaintiff  from 
the  administrator,  there  ought  to  be  a  decree  for  the  same 
against  the  administrator  and  his  sureties  without  delaying 
the  plaintiff  for  an  account  to  be  stated  between  B.  and  the 
administrator.  Moore^s  Adm*r  v.  George's  AdmW,  10  Leigh, 
228. 

47.  A  decree  for  a  sum  of  money  provides  that  if  no  pro- 
perty of  the  debtor  can  be  found,  other  than  that  conveyed  by 
him  by  a  deed  of  trust  and  a  mortgage,  then  he  shall  deliver 
up  the  trust  and  mortgage  property  to  the  marshal,  to  be  sold 
to  satisfy  the  money  secured  by  the  trust  and  mortgage; 
and  then  to  satisfy  the  decree.  The  debtor  dying,  a  bill  of 
revivor  and  supplement  is  filed  against  the  administrator  to 
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obtain  payment  of  the  decree  out  of  the  assets  in  his  hands. 
And  the  administrator,  by  his  answer,  relies  upon  the  17th, 
and  also  the  5th  section  of  the  statute  of  limitations,  1  Rev. 
Code,  ch.  128.  Held, — the  decree  in  this  case  is  not  a  final 
decree,  and  if  it  were,  is  not  such  a  one  as  the  statute  can  ap- 
ply to.     HilVs  Ex' or  v.  Fox's  AdmW,  10  Leigh,  587. 

48.  An  interlocutory  decree  in  Chancery,  deciding  a  ques- 
tion of  fact  in  litigation  pronounced  in  the  progress  of  an  ao- 
bount,  upon  exceptions  to  a  report  or  instructions  to  a  commis- 
sioner as  to  the  propriety  of  items  of  debit  or  credit,  is  not 
^uch  a  final  decree,  as  prercludes  a  party  from  taking  new  evi- 
dence touching  the  same  question  of  fact  without  having  ob- 
tained a  review  or  rehearing  of  the  decree,  and  without  show- 
ing that  the  new  evidence  had  been  discovered  since  the  de- 
cree.    Dunbar's  Ex'ors  v.  Woodcock's  Ex' or,  10  Leigh,  629. 

49.  In  general,  a  cestui  que  trust  is  not  bound  by  a  decree 
tendered  against  his  trustees  in  Chancery  suit  to  which  the 
cestui  que  trust  was  no  party.  Collins  ^.  Lofftus  &  Co.,  10 
Leigh,  5 ;   Commonwealth  v.  Ricks,  1  Grrat.  416. 

50.  It  is  error  to  decree  in  favor  of  a  person  not  a  party  in 
the  cause.     Bailey's  Adm'x  v.  Robinsons,  1  Grat.  4. 

51.  A  party  coming  into  court,  four  or  five  years  after  a 
conditional  decree,  to  ask  for  an  award  of  execution  thereon, 
it  is  proper  for  the  court  to  direct  an  account  of  subsequent 
transactions  between  the  parties,  and  decree  accordingly. 
Davis  V.  Crews,  1  Grat.  407. 

52.  Decree  against  an  executor  will  be  enforced  in  a  dis- 
tinct suit  against  his  sureties.  Hobsan  v.  Yancey  et  als.,  2 
Grat.  73. 

53.  But  the  account  taken  in  the  suit  against  executor,  to 
which  securities  were  not  parties,  may  be  surcharged  by  them, 
or  they  may  demand  a  new  account.     Ibid. 

54.  A  court  of  equity  can  only  decree  upon  the  case  made 
by  the  pleadings,  though  the  evidence  may  shew  that  the 
plaintiff  is  entitled  to  further  relief.  Munday  v.  Vawter  et 
als.,  3  Grat.  518. 

55.  A  decree  which  disposes  of  the  whole  subject  in  con- 
troversy and  gives  all  the  relief  contemplated  and  leaves  no- 
thing to  be  done,  is  a  final  decree.  Vanmeter's  Ex'ors  v. 
Vanmeters,  3  Grat.  148. 
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66.  A  decree  which  settles  all  matters  in  dispute  in  a  cause, 
but  omits  to  decree  upon  a  claim  set  up  in  the  bill,  but  which, 
after  circumstances  had  rendered  unimportant  and  the  plain- 
tiff did  not  insist  upon,  is  a  final  decree.  Rnffx.  Starke's 
Adm'z.j  3  Grat.  J34. 

67.  When  a  court  of  equity  will  decree  between  co-defend- 
ants.   Munday  V.  Yawter  et  als.,  3  Grat.  518. 

68.  The  practice  of  decreeing  between  co-defendants  will 
not  be  extended  further  than  it  has  already  been  carried. 
Law^s  Ex'ors  v.  Sutherlandj  5  Grat.  357. 

59.  Upon  an  appeal  from  an  interlocutory  decree,  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  decree,  and  not  mere  informalities  in  the  form 
thereof,  are  the  proper  subjects  of  consideration  in  the  appel- 
late court.  The  decree  will  not  therefore  be  reversed  for  such 
errors  of  form,  but  will  be  affirmed  without  prejudice  to  the 
appellant's  right  to  move  the  court  below  for  a  modification  of 
the  decree  in  these  respects.  Woodson^  trustee,  v.  Ferkins,  5 
Grat.  345. 

^0.  A  decree  directing  land  to  be  sold,  unless  a  sum  cer- 
tain is  paid  by  a  day  specified,  the  clerk  has  no  authority  to 
issue  execution  on  the  decree,  without  an  order  of  the  court 
or  the  judge  in  vacation;  and  if  an  execution  is  issued  on 
such  a  decree  by  the  clerk,  without  authority,  the  court  may 
quash  the  execution  in  term,  or  the  judge  in  vacation  may  re- 
strain proceedings  thereon  by  aa  injunction  order.  Shackel- 
ford V.  Apperson,  6  Grat.  451.  But  see  Code  of  Virginia, 
chap.  186. 

61.  Though  circumstances  may  exist,  which  will  warrant 
the  court  or  the  judge  in  vacation  to  allow  process  of  execu- 
tion on  such  an  interlocutory  decree,  these  circumstances  must 
be  shewn,  and  if  not  shewn,  it  is.  improper  to  allow  it.     Ihid, 

62.  A  decree  is  a  lien  on  the  debtor's  land;  and  the  cred- 
itor may  come  into  equity  to  subject  the  land,  though  the  de- 
cree has  never  been  revived  against  the  administrator  of  the 
debtor,  and  no  execution  has  issued  upon  it.  Burhridge  v. 
Higgins*  AdmW,  6  Grat.  119. 

63.  In  a  bill  by  a  creditor  against  an  administrator  and  his 
sureties,  charging  a  devastavit  by  the  administrator,  and  the 
liability  of  the  sureties  for  it,  though  some  of  the  sureties 
insist  in  their  answer  that,  under  the  circumstances,  one  of  the 
sureties  is  liable  to  the  others,  if  they  are  liable  to  the  plain- 
tiff, though  there  is  a  decree  for  the  plaintiflf,  and  though  it 
appear  from  the  proofs  that  the  devastavit  was  occasioned  by 
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the  payment  of  a  debt  of  inferior  dignity  to  the  surety  sought 
to  be  charged,  yet  it  is  not  a  proper  case  for  a  decree  between 
co-defendants.  Allen  &  Ervine  v.  Morgan* s  AdmW  et  ah.,  8 
Grat.  60. 

64.  A  decree  which  passes  upon  the  whole  subject  in  issue, 
so  as  to  be  final  in  its  nature,  is  not  converted  into  an  inter- 
locutory decree  by  the  addition  thereto  of  an  order  suspending 
the  decree  as  to  the  amount  of  one  item  of  the  account  in- 
volved in  the  cause,  until  the  decision  of  another  suit  brought 
by  another  party,  against  both  plaintiffs  and  defendants  in  the 
first  suit,  in  which  the  amount  of  this  item  is  claimed  by  the 
plaintiff.     Fleming  et  als.  y.^  Boiling  et  als.,  8  Grat.  292. 

65.  In  a  suit  to  marshal  assets,  the  court  may  in  its  discre- 
tion, decree  a  sale  of  lands  in  the  hands  of  heirs,  though  some 
of  them  are  infants;  but  it  is  premature  to  decree  a  sale  be- 
fore adjudicating  the  claims  of  the  creditors  and  so  ascertain- 
ing the  amount  of  indebtedness  chargeable  upon  the  lands  of 
decedent.     Cralle  et  ah.  v.  Meem  et  ah,,  8  Grat.  496. 

DEMURRER. 

1.  A  demurrer  may  be  considered  a  plea  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion ;  but,  after  the  demurrer  has  been  overruled,  if  the  an- 
swer and  other  testimony  should  contradict  the  allegations  of 
the  bill,  upon  the  point  conferring  jurisdiction;  quaere,  whe- 
ther the  court  may  still  consider  its  jurisdiction  sustained,  by 
the  implied  admission  in  the  demurrer  of  the  truth  of  those 
allegations.     Pryor  v.  AdamSf  1  Call,  S82. 

2.  Admitting  with  the^demurrer  that  the  question  concern- 
ing the  depreciation  of  paper  money  was  a  purely  legal  one, 
yet  as  the  appellee  was  compelled  to  have  had  evidence  of  the 
amount  and  date  of  the  bond  sued  on  from  the  appellant  the 
bill  should  be  sustained.     Ihid. 

3.  When  a  demurrer  to  a  bill  in  Chancery  is  overruled,  a 
decree  ought  not  to  be  pronounced  against  the  defendant,  but 
leave  should  be  given  him  to  file  an  answer.  Sutton  v.  Gate- 
wood  et  ux.j  6  Munf.  398. 

4.  A  demurrer  to  a  bill  in  Chancery  against  a  guardian,  for 
advances  of  money,  &c.,  l^y  the  plaintiff,  for  the  use  of  the 
ward,  ought  not  to  be  sustained  on  the  ground  that  the  ward 
ought  to  have  been  a  party ;  but  if,  on  the  answer  of  the 
guardian,  it  should  appear  proper,  the  court  should  then  di- 
rect the  ward  to  be  made  a  party.     Ihid. 
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5.  Where  a  bill  in  Chancery  sets  forth  various  claims,  and 
the  defendant  files  a  general  demurrer,  the  demurrer  will  be 
overruled,  if  any  of  the  claims  be  proper  for  a  court  of  equi^ 
ty.     Castleman  et  aL  v.  Veitch,  Sc.j  3  Rand.  598. 

6.  A  defendant  in  Chancery  in  Virginia  may,  at  the  same 
time,  answer  and  demur  to  the  same  matter  in  the  bill.  Dis- 
sentiente  TucJcer,  P.  Bassett's  AdnCr^  &c.  v.  Cunningham^ s 
Ex'ors,  7  Leigh,  402. 

7.  If  good  ground  of  objection  to  the  discovery  sought  ap- 
pears upon  the  face  of  the  bill,  defendant  may  demur.  N. 
W.  Bank  v.  MUon,  1  Grat.  108. 

8.  Demurrer  to  bill  to  recover  land  sold  for  taxes,  and  pur- 
chased by  the  deputy  sheriff,  overruled.  Taylor* s  devisees  v. 
Stringer,  1  Grat.  158. 

DEPOSITION. 

See  title,  "  Commissioner's  report.'' 

1.  A  deposition  taken  after  an  appeal  from  an  interlocutory 
decree  in  chancery  may  be  read  on  the  hearing  of  the  appeal. 
Alexander  v.  Morris,  3  Call,  89. 

2.  A  deposition  taken  before  the  decree  was  pronounced  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  but  not  filed  until  after  an  appeal 
was  taken  from  the  decree,  was  received  by  the  Court  of  Ap^ 
peals.     Auditor,   &c.    v.  Pauly,  5  Call,  331. 

3.  A  deposition  taken  at  a  time  and  place  not  mentioned  in 
the  notice,  may  be  read  as  evidence ;  an  agent  of  the  party  to 
whom  the  notice  was  given,  being  duly  authorized  to  attend 
to  the  taking  of  such  depositions,  being  present  at  the  time 
and  place  appointed,  and  consenting  to  the  postponement  to 
such  other  place  and  time ;  the  commission  being  in  all  other 
respects  regularly  executed  and  returned,  the  court  will  pre- 
sume that  the  person  consenting  was  the  authorized  agent  of 
the  party.  Marshall  v,  Frishie,  [an  action  at  law,]  1  Munf, 
247. 

4.  Bill  in  Chancery  by  W.  M.  against  S.  C.  and  two  others, 
claiming  slaves,  and  demanding  discovery  of  names,  &c.,  and 
an  account  of  profits ;  depositions  of  aged  witnesses  are  ex- 
hibited by  the  plaintiff,  taken  in  1794,  in  an  action  of  detinue 
brought  by  him  against  R.  B.,  to  which  S.  C.  was  not  a  par- 
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ty,  to  prove  the  pedigree  of  the  slaves  claimed  in  this  suit; 
and  these  depositions  are  read  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  at 
three  hearings,  at  very  distant  intervals,  without  exceptions. 
These  depositions  are  competent  evidence  of  general  reputa- 
tion touching  the  descent  of  the  slaves,  if  the  deponents  be 
now  dead,  and  considering  that  they  were  read  at  the  hearing 
so  often,  without  exception,  and  the  great  probability  that 
the  deponents  are  now  all  dead,  the  objection  to  the  compe- 
tency of  them  cannot  avail  now  in  this  court.  Tucker^  P. 
di'ssentiente  as  to  the  last  point.      Colvert  v.  MilsteacTs  Adm^Xj 

5  Leigh,  88.  i 

5.  Depositions  of  witnesses  read  at  the  hearing  of  a  suit  in 
equity,  without  objection,  cannot  be  objected  to  on  the  ground 
of  incompetency  of  the  witnesses  in  the  Court  of  Appeals,  on 
th^  hearing  of  an  appeal  from  the  decree.     Baxter  v.  Moore, 

6  Leigh,  219. 

6.  Quasre:  If  the  deposition  of  a  witness  taken  in  the 
Court  of  Probate,  upon  the  probate  of  a  will,  may  be  read  as 
a  part  of  the  sentence  of  the  court,  upon  the  trial  of  the  issue 
devisavit  vel  nan  directed  by  the  Chancery  court,  upon  a  bill 
filed  to  set  aside  the  will.  Coalter's  Ex^or  v.  Bryan  et  ux.  et 
ah.,  1  Grat.,  18. 

7.  A  person  taking  a  deposition  under  a  regular  commission 
and  notice,  certifies  that  the  deposition  was  taken  before  him, 
with  the  addition  to  his  name  of  J.  P.  It  sufficiently  appears 
that  he  was  a  justice  of  the  peace.  Pollard* s  heirs  v.  Limly, 
2  Grat.,  216. 

8.  If  after  answer  filed  and  depositions  taken,  the  plaintiff 
make  new  parties  and  file  a  new  bill,  the  depositions  previous- 
ly taken,  cannot  be  read  in  evidence  against  the  new  defen- 
dants ;  but  they  might  perhaps,  if  the  new  defendants  were 
purchasers,  pendente  lite,  Jones  v.  Williams  et  al.y  1  Wash. 
230. 

9.  Depositions  taken  in  a  cause  relating  to  the  same  sub- 
ject, but  not  between  the  same  parties,  or  persons  under  whom 
they  claim,  cannot  be  read  in  evidence  in  a  subsequent  suit, 
though  the  witnesses  are  dead.  (An  action  at  law,)  Rowe  v. 
Smith,  1  Call,  487. 

10.  The  reasonable  notice  required  by  law,  on  the  taking  of 
depositions,  must  depend  on  circumstances;  thus,  if  notice 
was  left  with  the  wife  of  the  party,  at  his  dwelling  house, 
when  it  was  known  that  he  was  in  another  State,  and  when 
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the  notice  might  have  been  given  him  previous  to  his  depar- 
ture, or  as  respected  the  trial  of  the  cause  might  be  postponed 
till  his  return ;  the  notice  was  held  to  \k  insufficient,  and  the 
deposition  suppressed.  Coleman,  Ex' or,  &c.  v.  Moody,  4 
Hen.  &  Munf.  1.  . 

11.  Depositions  taken  in  a  suit  to  perpetuate  testimony,  are 
not  to  be  read  as  evidence  in  a  subsequent  suit,  unless  it  ap- 
pear that  the  witnesses  are  dead,  or  otherwise  out  of  the  pow- 
er of  the  court.     Lawrence  v.  iSwann  et  al.,  5  Munf.  332. 

12.  If  it  be  stated  in  the  transcript  of  a  decree  in  Chance- 
ry, that  "  the  cause  came  on  to  be  heard,  on  the  bill,  answers 
and  exhibits  : "  it  must  be  understood  to  have  been  in  exclu- 
sion of  the  depositions  contained  in  the  record,  no  proof  ap- 
pearing of  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  their  taking.  Shu- 
mate V.  Dunbar,  6  Munf..  430. 

13.  When  the  deposition  of  a  party  in  a  suit  in  Chancery 
is  taken  under  a  special  commission,  subject  to  all  just  ex- 
ceptions, whether  the  deposition  be  excepted  against  on  the 
ground  of  incompetency  or  not,  it  behooves  the  court  to  exam- 
ine and  decide  the  question  of  competency :  and  though  the 
deposition  be  read  at  the  hearing  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
without  exception,  yet  if  on  appeal  from  the  decree,  the  ap- 
pellate court  finds  the  deposition  incompetent  evidence,  by 
reason  of  the  deponent's  interest  in  the  event,  it  will  pay  no 
regard  to  the  deposition.  Beverly  v.  Brooke  et  ah.,  2  Leigh, 
426. 

14.  A  deposition  should,  within  the  hours  appointed  by  the 
notice,  be  opened,  at  the  instance  of  any  party  not  present 
when  it  was  taken,  for  the  purpose  of  cross  examining  the  wit- 
ness.    Jeter  v.  Taliaferro  et  al.,  (action  at  law,)  4  Munf.  80. 

15.  Notice  of  taking  depositions  is  not  sufficient,  if  given 
to  the  attorney  at  law,  in  the  absence  of  the  principal  from 
the  state,  but  ought  to  be  given  to  the  agent  or  attorney  in 
fact,  or  if  there  be  none,  by  publication  in  the  legal  manner. 
Gahill,  Ex' or  v.  Pintony,  4  Munf.  371.  But  by  statute  a  no- 
tice may  now  be  given  the  course  of  party  non-resident.  See 
Sess.  Acts  1852,  p.  7.6. 

16.  A  notice  to  take  depositions  is  insufficient,  if  it  omits  the 
place  where  the  depositions  are  to  be  taken ;  nor,  if  the  ma- 
gistrates meet  on  the  appointed  day,  can  they  resume  the  tak- 
ing of  the  depositions  at  any  future  day,  without  an  adjourn- 
ment to  such  day.     Hunter  v.  Fulcher,  5  Hand.  126. 
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17.  The  deposition  of  a  defendant  was  taken  by  his  co-de- 
fendant, under  a  special  commission  awarded  by  the  Chancel- 
lor to  take  the  deposition,  subject  to  all  just  exceptions,  and 
the  plaintiff  obtains  a  like  special  commission  to  take  the  de- 
position^of  the  same  party,  but  does  not  act  under  it :  Hdd^ 
the  plaintiff  is  not  precluded  from  excepting  to  the  deposition 
taken  by  the  defendant.  Beverly  v.  Brooke  et  als.,  2  Leigh, 
426. 

18.  A  notice  is  given  by  plaintiff  to  defendant,  for  taking 
depositions  of  several  witnesses  at  a  specified  place  in  Missouri^ 
on  six  successive  days,  between  certain  hours  of  each  day. — 
Considering  the  distance  of  the  place  appointed  for  taking  the 
depositions,  and  the  uncertainty  of  the  precise  time  at  which 
the  party  would  be  enabled  to  have  things  in  readiness  for 
taking  them,  the  notice  is  sufficiently  definite.  Ktncheloe  v. 
Kincheloe,  11  Leigh,  393. 

19.  Exceptions  to  leading  questions  to  a  witness  should  be 
made  at  the  time,  if  party  be  present,  or  by  his  agent  or  at- 
torney when  depositions  are  taken.  McCandlisKs  AdrrCr, 
&c.,  V.  Edloe  et  ah.,  3  Grat.  334. 

20.  The  caption  of  a  deposition  describing  it  as  taken  in  a 
proceeding  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  is  sufficiently  accu- 
rate to  authorize  the  reading  of  the  deposition,  though  the 
proceeding  is  for  an  unlawful  detainer,  Cales  v.  Miller  et  als.j 
8  Grat.  6. 

DISCOVERY. 

See  ^^ Answer/'     "Interrogatories." 

EXCEPTIONS  TO    ANSWERS. 

1.  When  exceptions  are  filed  to  an  answer,  they  must  be 
disposed  of  before  any  further  proceedings  can  take  place  in 
the  cause.     Clark  v.  Tinsley^s  AdmWy  4  Rand.  250. 

2.  When  the  answer  of  the  defendant  omits  to  notice  some 
of  the  allegations  of  the  bill  and  replies  to  others,  the  allega- 
tions not  noticed  are  not  considered  as  admitted,  but  the  plain- 
tiff must  except  to  the  answer  as  insufficient.  Coleman  y. 
Lyne's  Ex'or,  4  Rand.  454. 

3.  The  mode  in  which  an  exception  to  an  answer  shall  point 
out  the  omission  excepted  to,  is  a  matter  of  practice  discre* 
tionary  with  the  court  and  not  a  subject  of  appeal.  Craig  t. 
SehreU,  9  Grat.  131. 
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4.  If  the  exception  be  sustained  and  the  defendant  files  an- 
other answer^  theria  the  subject  of  the  exception  properly  ends. 
Ibid. 


INTERPLEADER. 

1.  S.  files  a  bill  of  interpleader  against  A.  atid  B.,  in  ordei* 
that  it  niaj  be  litigated  and  determined  between  them  which 
is  entitled  to  a  sum  of  money  in  S/s  hands ;  ahd  the  bill  is 
filed  in  consequence  of  a  demand  made  on  S.  by  B;  for  the 
money ;  th^  court  holding  that  A.  was  entitled  to  the  money 
in  question,  decreed  that  B.  should  pay  A.  his  costs  of  suit ; 
and  decree  affirmed^  Beers y  cfec.  v.  Spooner  et  aL,  9  Leigh^ 
153. 

I 

INTERROGATORIES. 

.1.  A  defect  in  the  charging  part  of  a  bill^  cannot  be  sup- 
plied by  a  subsequent  interrogatory.  Parker  v.  Carter  et  al.y 
4  Munf.  273. 

2.  An  order  directing  defendant  to  be  brought  in  to  answer 
interrogatories  should  be  discharged,  upon  permission  being 
granted  him  to  file  his  answer.  Jl  Carr.  JacksovCs  asezginees 
V.   Outright,  t&c,,  5  Munf.  310. 

3.  A  defendant  in  action  at  law,  wishing  a  discovery,  files 
■Written  interrogatories  under  the  statute;  to  which  answers  are 
given.  These  answers  cannot  at  the  trial  be  given  in  evidence 
by  the  plaintiff.  And  when  offered  as  evidence  by  the  defen- 
dant the  whole  must  go  to  the  jury,  before  whom  they  will 
not  be  conclusive,  but  may  be  disproved  by  any  other  evi- 
dence which  may  be  introduced  by  the  defendant.  McFar- 
land  V.  Hunter,  8  Leigh,  489;  Vaughn  &  Co.  v.  Garland, 
11  Leigh,  251. 

4.  Case  in  which  a  defendant  was  brought  in  by  a  messen- 
ger to  answer  interrogatories.  Johns  v.  Davis* s  Ex* or,  &c,, 
2  Rob,  729. 

5.  A  party  is  not  bound  to  answer  interrogatories  which  may 
subject  him  to  a  penalty  or  forfeiture :  and  this  rule  is  not 
confined  to  cases  where  the  purpose  of  the  action  is  to  enforce 
the  penalty  or  forfeiture,  but  extends  to  those  where  the  dis- 
covery itself  would  expose  the  party  to  some  action  or  suit,  or 
any  criminal  or  penal  prosecution  tending  to  the  like  result. 
Poindexter,  dbc.  v.  Datn$  et  als.,  6  Grat.  481. 

24 
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ISSUE   OUT    OP   CHANCERY. 


1.  The  Court;  of  Chancery  having  directed  an  issue^  tlie 
parties  waived  the  trial  by  jury,  and  submitted  the  question  to 
five  persons  mutually  chosen  by  them,  and  agreed  that  their  re- 
port should  be  certified  in  lieu  of  a  verdict.  The  court  mast 
consider  such  report  as  an  award,  and  to  be  governed  by  the 
same  rules  and  principles  which  prevail  in  cases  of  awards.-^ 
Pleasants  et  al.  v.  Ross,  1  Wash*  156. 

2.  When  an  issue  out  of  Chaneery  is  tried,  it  is  under  the 
superintendence  of  the  court,  who  will  prevent  the  introduc- 
tion of  improper  testimony,  and  if  the  verdict  be  against  evi' 
dence,  will  certify  this  together  with  the  verdict,  whereupon 
the  Chancellor  will  not  be  satisfied.     Ihid, 

8.  The  Chancellor  will  in  some  cases  direct  a  new  trial  of 
kn  issue  upon  affidavits  proving  misbehaviour  of  the  jury  af« 
terwards  discovered;  but  not  upon  affidavits  tending  to  prote 
that  the  verdict  is  contrary  to  evidence.     IlAd. 

4.  If  the  judge  before  an  issue  out  of  Chancery  is  tried, 
certify  the  verdict  to  be  against  evidence,  the  Chancellor  ought 
not  in  general  to  be  satisfied  with  it,  but  should  set  it  aside 
Southall  V.  M^Keand  et  al.,  1  Wash.  336. 

5.  When  the  allegations  of  the  bill  are  denied  by  the  an- 
SPvrer,  and  not  proven  by  the  evidence  adduced  on  the  part  of 
the  plaintiff,  the  Court  of  Chancery  on  hearing  the  cause 
ought  to  dismiss  the  bill,  and  not  direct  an  issue  to  try  the 
points  in  controversy.     Fryor  v.  Adams,  1  Call,  382. 

6.  The  discretion  of  a  Chancellor,  in  awarding  an  issue,  is 
to  be  exercised  on  sound  principles,  of  which  tiie  Court  of 
Appeals  will  judge.     Stanardr.   Graves  et  al.y  2  Call,  369, 

7.  After  three  verdicts  to  the  same  effect,  the  Court  of 
Chancery  did  right  in  decreeing  according  to  the  opinions  of 
the  juries.      Ibid. 

8.  A  court  of  equity  is  not  bound  to  grant  a  new  .trial,  on 
the  judge's  certificate  that  the  weight  of  evidence  was  against 
the  verdict ;  especially  after  two  verdicts  in  favor  of  the  same 
party.     Boss  v.  Pines,  3  Call,  668. 

9.  Where  an  issue  is  directed  by  the  Court  of  Chancery,  io 
be  tried  at  law,  any  papers  may  be  read  at  the  trial  of  such 
issue,  which  were  read  upon  the  hearing  of  the  cause,  or  at  a 
former  trial.  {GK.  Taylor, )  M'CoIIy,  Graham  et  al.,  1 
Hen.  &  Munf;  13. 
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10.  After  two  conciirrinT  verdicts  for  the  same  party,  on  an 
issue  directed  by  the  ChaaccUor  to  be  tried  at  common  law,  he 
is  not  bound  to  direct  a  new  trial,  though  both  verdicts  were 
in  opposition  to  the  opinions  of  the  judges  before  whom  the 
issues  were  tried,  and  a  verdict  had  originally  been  rendered 
in  favor  of  the  other  party.  M'RaCy  Ex  or  v.  WoocCb  Ex'ovy 
1  Hen.  &  Munf.  548. 

11-  The  court  before  whom  an  issue  out  of  Chancery  is 
tried,  having  been  satisfied  with  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  and 
having  overruled  a  motion  for  a  new  trial,  to  which  opinion  no 
exception  had  been  taken,  the  verdict  ought  forever  to  re- 
main undisturbed.  Paul  el  aL  v.  Paulj  2  Hen.  &  Munf. 
525. 

12.  An  issue  out  of  Chancery  ought  not  to  be  directed  to 
try  a  claim  altogether  unsupported  by  testimony,  or  a  title  not 
alleged  in  the  bill,  but  suggested  in  the  answer  without  proof ; 
neither  is  this  rule  t6  be  varied  by  the  circumstance  that  in- 
fants are  interested.     Paynes  v.  ColeSj  1  Munf.  373. 

13.  Where  the  testimony  to  an  important  fact  is  such  as  to 
leave  it  doubtful,  the  Court  of  Chancery  ought  to  direct  an 
issue  to  ascertain  it.  Marshall  v.  Thompson,  2  Munf.  412 ; 
Bullock  V.  Gordon,  AdrnW,  4  Munf.  450. 

14.  Upon  a  bill  of  injunction  to  prevent  the  sale,  under  an 
execution,  of  slaves  devised  in  trust,  if  the  defendant  allege 
that  the  cestui  que  trust  was  entitled  to  the  slaves  by  five 
years'  possession,  before  the  death  of  the  devisor,  and  the 
truth  of  such  allegation  be  doubtful  on  the  evidence,  the 
Chancellor  ought  to  direct  an  issue  to  ascertain  that  fact. 
Gait  et  al.  v.  Carter,  6  Munf.  245. 

15.  Where  a  court  of  equity  directs  an  issue,  and  the  testt' 
mony  is  conflicting  the  verdict  should  be  conclusive.  GarteY 
V.  Campbell,  Gilm.  159.  Unless  the  issue  were  materially 
yariant  from  and  inapplicable  to  the  question  controverted  be- 
tween the  parties.     Ibid, 

16.  An  issue  will  be  directed  on  satisfactory  proof  adduced, 
to  try  whether  a  will  alleged  to  be  lost,  was  in  fact  executed, 
and  what  were  its  provisions.     Brent  v.  Dold,  Gilm.  211. 

17.  On  a  question  whether  an  absolute  bill  of  sale  was  in- 
tended only  as  a  security,  the  evidence  being  contradictory,  a 
court  of  Chancery  ought  to  direct  an  issue,  to  try  that  point, 
KnibVs  E£or  v.  Dixon's  Ex' or,  1  Rand,  249, 
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18.  Where  a  court  of  Chgtocery  has  donbts,  'whether  ihp 
sale  of  a  horse,  or  other  property,  is  really  intended  as  a  shift 
to  evade  the  statute  against  usury,  it  ought  to  direct  an  issue 
upon  viva  voce  testimony,  if  to  be  had.  Douglas  v.  3/'  Ches- 
ney,  2  Rand.  109. 

19.  If  the  evidence  on  a  question  of  fact  in  a  Chancery 
suit,  though  various  and  conflicting,  be  such  as  ought  to  sat- 
isfy the  Chancellor's  conscience  as  to  the  truth  of  the  case,  he 
need  not  direct  an  issue  ,to  try  the  fact.  Samuel  v.  Marshall 
et  ux.  et  al.y  3  Leigh,  567. 

20.  Upon  a  bill  in  Chancery  for  relief  again-st  a  contract 
alleged  to  be  usurious,  the  Chancellor  directs  an  issue  to  be 
tried  at  law,  to  ascertain  whether  the  contract  was  usurious  or 
not;  jury  finds  the  contract  usurious ;  the  judge  of  the  court 
of  law  certifies  that  the  verdict,  in  his  opinion,  is  contrary  to 
evidence ;  the  substance  of  i^^  evidence  is  also  certified,  some 
of  which  does  not  relate  to  the  points  put  in  issue  by  the 
pleadings  in  equity ,  the  Chancellor,  being  satisfied  that  the 
verdict  is  right,  refuses  to  set  it  aside,  and  to  order  a  new 
trial,  and  dismisses  the  bill.  It  was  matter  of  sound  discretion 
whether  the  Chancellor  should  direct  the  issue,  or  decide  the 
questions  of  fact  himself,  and  whether  he  should  set  aside  the 
verdict  on  the  issue  or  not ;  the  verdict  was  properly  refused 
to  be  set  aside  and  a  new  trial  ordered ;  he  not  being  bound 
in  deference  to  the  certificate  of  the  judge  of  the  court  of  law 
against  it.     Giigsby  v.  Weaver ^  f\  Leigh,  197. 

21.  A  court  of  Chancery  directs  issues  of  fact  to  be  tried 
at  law  without  evidence  regularly  taken  !  before  the  court 
touching  the  facts  to  which  the  issues  relate,  but  there  was  evi- 
dence which,  if  regular,  would  have  rendered  the  order  for 
the  issue  proper :  Heldy  that  if  the  appellate  court  should  set 
aside  the  issues  for  being,  in  the  actual  state  of  the  case,  im- 
properly ordered,  it  should,  under  such  circumstances,  remand 
the  cause  to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  where  the  evidence  may 
be  regularly  taken,  and  thereupon  the  issues  ordered  anew. 
Watkins  et  ux.  v.  Carlton,  10  Leigh,  560. 

22.  Upon  a  trial  at  law  of  issues  out  of  Chancery,  excep- 
tions are  filed  to  the  opinion  of  the  court,  and  made  part  of 
the  record ;  the  court  of  law  certifies  the  verdict,  but  it  does 
not  expressly  certify,  nor  is  it  asked  to  certify,  the  exceptions : 
JSeld,  all  the  proceedings  upon  the  trial  of  the  issue,  spread 
upon  the  record  thereof,  constitute  part  of  the  certificate  of 
the  verdict,  and  with  it  becomes  part  of  the  Chapcery  record. 
Jbid, 
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23,  On  a  bill  fil<ld  to  enjoin  a  judgment  on  the  ground  that 
the  debt  on  which  it  was  founded  was  for  money  won  by  cards, 
it  being  doubtful  on  the  evidence,  whether  such  was  the  con- 
sideration ;  or  if  it  was,  whether  the  plaintiff  in  the  judgment, 
who  was  a  transferee  of  the  debt,  had  not  been  induced  to 
take  the  transfer  of  the  debt  under  the  belief,  induced  by  the 
concealment  or  misrepresentation  of  the  debtor,  that  the  con- 
sideration of  said  debt  was  good  and  lawful ;  the  court  should 
continue  the  injunction  and  direct  an  issue  to  ascertain  the 
facts.     Nelson's  Adm/r  v.  Armstrong  et  als.,  5  Grit.  354. 

24.  When  the  matter  in  controversy  is  of  the  nature  of  un- 
liquidated damages,  and  the  accuracy  and  credit  of  the  wit- 
nesses is  impeached,  an  issUe  should  be  directed*  Isler  <fh 
wife  V.  Grove  dh  wife^  8  Grat.  257. 

MARSHALLING  ASSETS. 

See  "  Parties." 

ORDER  OF  PUBLICATION. 

1.  In  a  suit  in  which  there  is  an  absent  defendant,  the  de- 
cree recites  that  the  cause  came  on  as  to  him  upon  the  bill, 
&c.,  and  order  of  publication  duly  executed.  This  is  conclu- 
sive that  the  order  was  duly  made,  published  in  the  newspaper 
and  posted  at  the  front  door  of  the  court-house.  Graig  v* 
SebreU,  9  Grat.  131. 

PAtlTIES. 

1.  Where  an  attempt  is  made  to  subject  land  in  the  posses- 
sion of  a  purchaser  with  notice,  to  an  equitable  lien,  the  per- 
son under  whom  such  purchaser  claims,  or  his  legal  repre- 
sentatives, ought  to  be  parties  to  the  suit.  Wilcox  v.  Cdi- 
lowa^y  1  Wash.  38. 

2.  If  A.  gives  a  mortgage  to  C.  to  indemnify  him  against 
his  endorsement  for  A.,  a  bill  of  quia  timet  may  b^  brought 
by  C.  against  A.'s  representatives,  for  a  decree  that  they  shall 
pay  B.,  and  indemnify  C.  against  his  endorsement;  but  B.'s 
representatives  must  be  made  parties  to  the  suit.  Call  v. 
Scott  et  at,  4  Call,  402. 

3.  The  heir,  legatee  or  distributee,  must  eithi^r  bring  the  ex- 
ecutor or  the  administrator  of  the  decedent  before  the  court,  or 
administer  himself,  without  which  he  cannot  sustain  a  bill  for 
an  account  of  the  effects  of  the  decedent,  for  it  is  not  sufficient 


282  PARTIES; 

to  allege  that  the  rights  of  his  predecessors  are  all  united  in 
him,  as  there  may  be  outstanding  claims  to  adjust.  Moring 
V.  Lttcas  et  ah,  4  Call,  577. 

4.  In  a  suit  in  equity  against  a. mercantile  firm,  the  execu- 
tors of  the  deceased  partners  ought  to  be  made  parties. 
Carter's  Ex' or  v.  Gurrie,  5  Call,  158. 

5.  In  bills  in  Chancery,  brought  for  discovery,  and  for  a 
Conveyance  of  land  or  other  estate,  all  persons  interested  in 
such  land  or  other  estate,  ought  to  be  made  parties.  Kei/i 
Eodors  V.  Lambert y  1  Hen.  &  Munf.  830.  ^ 

6.  A  person  losing  a  public  certificate  bearing  interest, 
which  never  was  transferred  to  him  by  actual  assignment  from 
the  original  holder,  ought  not,  by  a  suit  in  Chancery,  to  ob- 
tain its  renewal  from  the  commonwealth,  without  mating  the 
original  holder  a  party  to  the  bill.  Auditor  v.  Johmon's 
Ex'x.,  1  Hen.  &.  Munf  537. 

7.  A  bill  was  filed  in  behalf  of  certain  infants,  against  the 
heirs  of  their  guardian  who  died  intestate,  the  sheriff  to 
whom  his  estate  was  committed,  (no  administrator  having  qual- 
ified,) his  surviving  surety  in  the  bond  given  for  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duty  as  guardian,  and  the  administrator  of  the 
other  surety,  as  co-defendants.  No  process  having  been  served 
on  a  part  of  the  heirs,  nor  on  the  surviving  surety,  a  decree 
against  the  administrator  of  the  deceased  surety  was  held  to 
be  erroneous,  because  there  were  not  proper  parties  convened 
before  the  court,  and  the  cause  was  remanded  for  farther  pro- 
ceedings.    Bland's  AdmW  v.  Wyatts,  1  Hen.  &.  Munf  543. 

8.  After  a  judgment  against  an  executor,  and  a  return  of 
"no  effects,"  on  an  execution  against  the  goods  and  chattels 
of  his  testator,  a  suit  in  equity  may  be  brought  for  a  discovery 
of  the  assets;  to  which  suit,  the  securities  of  the  executor, 
and  all  other  persons,  (however  remotely  concerned  in  inte- 
rest,) against  whom  a  decree  can  be  rendered,  ought  to  be 
made  defendants.  (Ch.  Taylor,)  Clarke  v.  Wehh  et  als.j  2 
Hen.  &  Munf  8.  • 

9.  If  a  derivative  purchaser,  by  assignment  of  a  title  bond, 
file  his  bill  against  the  vendor  for  specific  performance,  the 
first  purchaser  or  his  representatives  ought  to  be  made  parties. 
Hoover  v.  Donalli/  et  ah.,  3  Hen.  &  Munf.  316. 

10.  The  vendee  or  his  legal  representatives  ought  to  be  par- 
ties to  a  suit  in  Chancery,  brought  by  the  vendor  against  a 
subsequent  purchaser,  to  recover  a  balance  alleged  to  be  due 
from  the  vendee.     Duval  v.  Bill,  4  Hen.  &  Munf.  113. 
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11.  In  a  suit  for  contribution  against  legatees  or  distri- 
butees, the  executor  or  administrator,  or,  if  he  be  dead,  the 
person  who  succeeded  him  in  the  executorship  or  administra- 
tion, ought  to  be  made  a  party;  unless  it  appear  that  the  ac- 
count of  such  executorship  or  administration  has  been  regu- 
larly made  up,  and  the  estate  thereupon  delivered  over  to  the 
legatees  or  distributee:^.  Hooper  et  ux.  v.  Roysier  et  ux.,  1 
Munf.  119. 

12.  In  a  suit  in  Chancery  to  recover  a  tract  of  land,  against 
a  vendee,  on  the  ground  that  the  vendor  had  previously  agreed 
to  convey  the  same  land,  in  a  certain  event,  to  the  plaintiff,  it 
seems,  that  the  vendor,  or  his  legal  representatives  ought  to 
be  parties.     Lewis  v.  Madtsons,  1  Munf.  303. 

13.  If  it  appear,  on  the  face  of  the  record,  that  proper 
parties  to  the  suit  are  wanting,  the  decree  will  be  reversed, 
unless  the  objection  was  expressly  relinquished  in  the  court 
below.     Sheppard's  Ex'or  v.  StarJce  et  ux.,  3  Munf.  29. 

14.  In  a  suit  in  Chancery,  in  behalf  of  a  person  who  claimed 
a  share  of  a  residuum,  as  purchaser  from  one  of  the  legatees, 
the  administrator  de  bonis  non,  and  children  of  the  testator 
were  defendants  to  the  bill  ]  but  proceedings  were  had  against 
two  of  them  only,  viz :  the  legatee  of  whom  the  plaintiff 
purchased,  and  another,  who  also  claimed  the  same  share  by  a 
pretended  purchase  : — it  appearing  that,  by  a  decree  in  a  suit 
in  behalf  of  the  administrator  de  bonis  noriy  a  division  among 
certain  persons  as  residuary  legatees,  had  been  directed,  and 
one  of  the  defendants  now  before  the  court,  had  been  ordered 
to  pay  to  the  other  the  share  in  question :  yet  it  was  deter- 
mined that  proceedings  should  have  been  had  against  all  the 
defendants ;  and  the  cause  Vas  remanded  to  the  court  below 
for  that  purpose.     Par  cell  v.  Maddox,  3  Munf.  79. 

15.  A  judgment  at  law  being  obtained  against  one  of  two 
obligors  in  a  joint  and  several  bond,  and  no  proceedings  to  en- 
force it  appearing,  a  ^ourt  of  equity  ought  not  to  charge  the 
lands  of  the  other  obligor  in  possession  of  his  devisees,  with- 
out having  made  the  obligor  against  whom  the  judgment  was 
rendered,  or  his  representatives,  parties  to  the  suit.  Foster  et 
ux,  V.  Crenshaw's  Ex'ors,  3  Munf  514. 

16.  A  decree  cannot  be  made  against  a  widow,  ^restraining 
her  from  conveying  her  right  of  dower,)  in  a  suit  to  which 
she  is  not  a  party  as  widow,  but  only  as  administratrix  of  the 
decedent,  and  guardian  of  her  children.  Pennington  v.  -Han- 
by,  4  Munf.  144. 
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17.  It  is« error  to  render  a  joint  decree  against  two  co-ex- 
ecutors, when  only  one  is  before  the  court.  Myrick  v.  -Ad^nw, 
4  Munf.  366. 

18.  On  a  bill  to  surcharge  and  falsify  an  executor's  account, 
the  legatees  as  well  as  the  executor  being  defendants,  if  the 
plaintiff  direct  the  cause  to  be  set  for  hearing  after  the  execu- 
tor has  answered,  but  before  the  process  against  the  legatees 
has  been  served,  and  the  cause  be  heard  on  the  merits ;  he 
cannot  object  to  the  want  of  proper  parties,  or  that  the  deci- 
sion was  premature.  *  WylUe  et  iix,  v.  V^nahle*s  Ex^or,  4 
Munf.  369. 

19.  The  court's  dismissing  a  bill  in  Chancery,  as  to  parties 
who  have  not  answered,  and  on  whom  a  decree  nisi  has  not 
been  served  or  published  according  to  law,  was  error.  Hen- 
derson V.  Anderson* 8  Ex^x  et  ah.,  4  Munf.  435. 

20.  On  the  hearing  of  a  suit  in  Chancery,  if  it  be  dis* 
covered  that  the  cause  is  not  matured  for  hearing  as  to  some 
of  the  defendants,  against  whom  the  plaintiff  appears  to  have 
a  claim  in  equity,  the  bill  ought  not  to  be  dismissed  upon  the 
merits ;  but  only  as  to  those  defendants  against  whom  there 
is  no  equity :  as  to  the  other  defendants,  it  should  be  sent 
back  to  the  rules  for  farther  proceedings;  notwithstanding  the 
plaintiff  may  have  been  negligent,  and  the  cause  was  pre- 
maturely set  for  hearing  on  his  motion.  Key  v.  Hord  et  als.^ 
4  Munf.  485. 

21.  The  officer  who  returned  the  writ  and  bail  bond  ought, 
as  well  as  the  plaintiff  at  law,  to  be  made  a  party  defendant  to 
a  bill  of  injunction  filed  by  the  person  returned  as  bail,  who 
denies  that  he  ever  executed  the  bond;  for  the  officer  is  inte- 
rested in  the  question  in  controversy,  and  should  be  a  party, 
that  final  and  complete  justice  may  be  done.  Spottafioood  y. 
Sigginhotliamy  6  Munf.  313. 

22.  A  testator  devises  certain  real  pitperty  to  be  sold,  and 
the  proceeds  to  be  divided  in  different  proportions  among 
several  legatees,  and  appoints  two  executors,  both  of  whom 
unite  in  the  sale  of  the  said  property :  one  of  the  legatees  as- 
signs his  interest  in  the  legacy  to  a  third  person ;  the  assignee 
brings  his  suit  in  Chancery  against  one  of  the  executors  only, 
and  without  making  the  other  legatees  interested  in  the  sale 
of  the  said  property,  parties :  on  both  grounds  it  is  error  in 
court  to  render  a  decree  in  favor  of  -the  plaintiff.  The  court 
should  also  have  an  account  of  the  sales  of  the  said  lands  be- 
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fore  rendering  a  final  decree  for  any  particular  sum,  notwith- 
standing the  defendants  have  not  answered  the  bill,  and  it  ip 
taken  pro  con/esso.     Mndlai/  Ex^or  v.  Sheffeyy  1  Rand.  73, 

23.  Where  land  is  scld  under  a  deed  of  trust,  and  the 
debtor  impeaches  the  sale,  he  must  make  the  purchaser  a 
party  as  well  as  the  creditor.  Chowning  v.  Cox  et  al.,  1 
Rand.  306. 

24.  All  persons  materially  interested  in  the  subject  of  con- 
troyersy  ought  to  be  made  parties  in  equity,  and  if  they  are 
not,  the  defect  may  be  taken  advantage  of  either  by  demurrer, 
or  by  the  court  at  the  hearing.  Clurlc  v.  Long,  4  Band. 
451. 

25.  Therefore  the  purchaser  of  an  equity  redemption,  can- 
not file  a  bill  to  redeem  against  the  mortgagee,  without  making 
the  mortgagor  a  jM,rty.     Ibid, 

26.  The  distnoutees  of  a  deceased  person,  may  maintain  a 
biD  in  equity  to  impeach  and  set  aside  a  deed  of  gift  of  per-r 
sonal  estate  made  by  the  decedent  in  his  life-time,  as  fraudu^ 
lent,  and  the  court  may  at  their  suit  declare  the  deed  fraudu- 
lent and  annul  it ;  but  the  subject  itself  can  only  be  decreed 
to  the  personal  representative  of  the  deceased,  or  to  the  dis- 
tributees, in  a  case  in  which  the  personal  representative  is  a 
party.     Samuel  v.  Marshall  et  ux.  et  al.,  3  Leigh,  567. 

27.  On  a  bill  in  State  Court  of  Chancery,  by  a  creditor,  by 
specially  binding  the  heirs  of  the  debtor,  against  the  heirs,  to 
subject  the  lands  descended  to  the  debt ;  it  appears  that  these 
lands  have  been  sold,  under  a  decree  of  the  Federal  court,  to 
satisfy  debt  of  their  ancestor,  to  the  United*  States,  as  collector 
of  customs,  before  the  hearing  of  this  cause.  The  purchasers 
under  the  decree  of  the  Federal  court  ought  as  such,  to  be 
made  parties  to  this  suit.  Kijig,  AdrnW,  dec,  et  ak.  v.  Ashley , 
5  Leigh,  408. 

.28.  In  what  case  Chancery  suit  should  be  revived  in  the 
name  of  the  executor.  Ruffners  v.  Lewis's  Ex'ors  et  als.y  7 
Leigh,  720. 

29.  The  creditor  of  a  firm  obtains  judgment  against  the  sur- 
viving partner,  who  dies,  and  his  personal  assets  are  exhausted 
by  the.  administrators  in  paying  other  claims.  The  creditor 
files  a  bill  in  equity  against  the  administrators  and  heirri  of 
the  surviving  partner  and  the  representatives  of  the  deceased 
partner.  The  bill  seeks  a  decree  for  the  sale  of  lands  owned 
by  the  surviving  partner  and  the  firm,  and  when  this  fund  is 
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exhausted,  seeks  to  charge  the  representatives  of  the  deceased 
partner.  The  representatives  of  the  deceased  partner  were 
rightly  made  parties.  Jackson  v.  King's  representatives,  8 
Leigh,  689. 

30.  Distributees  of  a  decedent  may  maintain  a  bill  in  equity 
to  assert  their  rights  in  the  decedent's  estate,  though  they 
cannot  have  distribution  thereof  without  having  the  executor 
or  administrator  of  the  decedent  before  the  court  as  a  party  in 
the  cause.     Hansford,  &c,  v.  Elliott,  d^c,  9  Leigh,  79. 

31.  After  judgment  recovered  by  vendor  against  two  joint 
vendees  of  land  for  a  balance  of  the  purchase  money,  one  of 
the  vendees  dies,  and  the  other  brings  suit  in  equity  against 
the  vendor,  for  deficiency  in  land.  The  representatives  of  the 
deceased  vendee  should  be  before  the  court.  Dissentient 
Stanard,  J.     Crawford  et  al.  v.  M^ Daniel^  Rob.  448, 

32.  In  a  suit  by  judgment  creditor,  to  smSject  lands  in  the 
hands  of  a  bona  fide  purchaser  from  the  debtor,  pending 
the  suit  the  purchaser  dies ;  his  heirs  are  necessary  parties. 
Taylor's  AdmW  et  als,  v.  Spindle,  2  Grat.  44. 

33.  To  a  bill  filed  to  subject  the  real  assets  in  the  hands  of 
the  heirs  to  satisfy  a  debt  of  the  ancestor,  the  administrator  is 
A  necessary  party.  Beale^s  AditrCr  v.  Taylor^  Adri^r  et  ak.j 
2  Grat.  532. 

34.  In  suit  by  an  insolvent  debtor,  to  compel  payment  of 
the  whole  amount  of  an  incumbrance  stated  to  be  due  at  the 
time  of  sale  of  his  equitable  interest  in  property  surrendered 
by  him,  the  creditors  in  the  execution  are  necessary  parties. 
Tiffany  v.  Kent  ef  als,,  2  Grat.  231. 

35.  In  a  suit  in  equity  by  the  claimant  of  an  incumbrance 
against  a  vendee  having  notice,  a  person  who  joined  the  vendor 
in  the  deed  for  the  purpose  of  relinquishing  a  collateral  claim, 
need  not  be  a  party.     Blair  v,  Owles,  1  Munf.  38. 

36.  On  a  bill  of  injunction  exhibited  by  the  administrator 
of  a  purchaser  of  a  tract  of  land,  against  the  administrator 
and  heirs  of  the  vendor  (in  whom  the  legal  title  still  remains,) 
claiming  compensation  for  a  deficiency,  and  credits  for  pay- 
ments, and  a  conveyance ;  the  court,  on  allowing  the  compensa- 
tion and  the  credits,*  may  decree  that  the  defendants  shall  con- 
vey their  titFe  to  certain  trustees,  to  be  by  them  conveyed  to 
the  heirs  of  the  purchaser,  (though  not  parties  to  the  suit,)  if 
the  balance  of  the  purchase  money  be  paid  on  or  before  a  cer- 
tain day ;  and  if  not,  with  power  to  sell  as  much  of  the  land 
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HA  may  be  sts&cient  to  pay  eucli  balance,  kttd  to  convey  the 
ifesidue,  if  any,  to  the  said  heirs.  Humphrey's  AdmW  v- 
M'Clenachan's  AdmW  and'heirs,  1  Munf.  493. 

37.  Where  the  division  of  a  testator's  estate,  in  pursuance 
of  his  will,  is  not  to  be  made  at  one  and  the  same  time,  but  at 
the  several  periods  when  any  one  or  more  of  his  children  shall 
i^arate  from  the  family,  it  is  not  necessary  that  all  the  lega- 
tees be  made  parties  to  each  suit  in  Chancery  for  a  division, 
but  only  those  entitled  to  participate  in  the  division  then  in 
question.     Branch's  Adm'x  v.  Booker^ s  AdmW,  3  Munf.  43* 

38.  A  debtor,  holding  an  equitable  title  to  land,  having 
conveyed  it  by  deed  of  trust  to  secure  a  creditor,  and  having 
afterwards  caused  a  conveyance  of  the  legal  title  to  be  made 
to  another  creditor,  who  had  notice  of  the  prior  deed,  need 
not  be  a  party  to  »bill  in  equity  exhibited  by  the  cestui  que 
trust  to  compel  a  conveyance  of  the  legal  title,  and  perform- 
ance of  the  trust.     Lambert  v.  Nanny,  2  Munf.  196. 

39.  Prior  to  the  act  of  1786,  concerning  partitions  and 
Joint  rights  and  obligations,  two  men,  who  were  partners  in  a 
drove  of  cattle,  applied  part  thereof  to  a  joint  purchase  of  a 

•  Bettlement  right  to  land ;  and  one  of  them  died  :  the  survivor 
had  the  land  surveyed  by  virtue  of  a  land  office  treasury  war- 
rant, and  sold  it  to  a  third  person,  who,  having  notice  of  the 
partnership  right,  obtained  a  grant  of  the  whole  from  the  com- 
monwealth :  a  purchaser  from  the  heir  of  the  deceased  part* 
ner  was,  nevertheless,  entitled,  in  equity,  to  his  share  of  the 
land.     Edgar  v.  Donally  dh  Jones,  2  Munf.  387. 

40.  In  such  case,  the  surviving  partner,  and  the  purchaser 
from  him,  being  defendants  to  the  bill,  the  heir  of  the  de- 
ceased partner  is  not  a  necessary  party ;  a  deed  from  him,  con- 
veying all  his  right  to  the  plaintiff,  being  produced.     Ibid. 

41.  Where  a  plaintifF  in  equity  having  the  equitable  title 
to  land,  sues  for  the  legal  title,  the  person  holding  such  legal 
title,  is  a  sufficient  defendant,  without  making  the  person  of 
whom  he  purchased  a  party  to  the  suit.  Mayo  v.  Murchie, 
3  Munf.  358. 

42.  If  the  sheriff,  after  taking  a  forthcoming  bond,  accept 
the  same  goods  from  the  defendant,  in  discharge  of  his  body 
from  another  execution,  and  prevent  the  surety  in  such  bond 
from  delivering  them  on  the  day  of  sale  therein  appointed ;  a 
court  of  equity,  on  a  bill  for  discovery  and  injunction,  exhib- 
ited by  th«  surety,  will  reqtdfe  the  sheriff  and  all:  parties  con- 
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cerned,  to  answer  a  oharge  of  fraud  and  coitlbinatioxi,  and 
(whether  fraud  be  established  or  not)  will  perpetually  enjoin  a 
judgment  rendered  against  the  surety  upon  the  forthcoming 
bond,  as  unconscionable  against  him ;  leaving  the  plaintiff,  in 
that  judgment,  to  his  remedy  against  the  sheriff,  and  the  she- 
riff to  his  remedy  against  the  person  who  indemnified  him, 
or  to  whom,  by  mistake,  or  in  his  own  wrong,  he  paid  the 
money  in  satisfaction  of  the  second  execution.  Lvsk  v.  Ram- 
Bayj  3  Munf.  417. 

43.  The  plaintiff  in  the  second  execution,  to  satisfy  which 
the  sheriff  hnproperly  sells  the  goods,  need  not  be  a  party  to 
such  suit  in  Chancery ;  because  the  surety  in  thfe  bond  wants 
fao  decree  against  him.     Ibid. 

44.  If  a  testator  devise  to  his  widow  '^  her  living,''  upon  a 
tract  of  land,  during  her  life,  and  the  same  land  to  one  of  his 
sons  in  fee-simple ;  a  bill  in  equity  lies  for  partition  of  the 
land  among  the  heirs  of  that  son,  in  the  widow's  lifetime,  and 
without  making  her  a  party,  for  the  decree  will  be  made 
"  subject  to  her  rights."  M '  Clintic  et  at.  v.  Manris,  4  Munf* 
828. 

45.  An  injunction  of  a  Court  of  Chancery  inhibiting  the 
defendant  and  all  other  persons,  from  selling  certain  slaves  until 
the  further  order  of  the  court,  is  conclusive,  while  in  force,  to 
prevent  their  being  lawfully  sold  to  satisfy  an  execution  against 
mm,  even  in  favor  of  the  person  not  a  party  to  the  suit  in 
Chancery.      West  v.  Belches,  5  Munf.  187. 

46.  In  a  court  of  equity  a  plaintiff  may  be  decreed  to  exe* 
cute  a  release  and  to  procure  a  third  person,  (under  whom  he 
claims,)  to  join  him  therein,  without  making  such  person  a 
party  to  the  suit.     Moon  v.  Campbell,  1  Munf.  600. 

47.  The  assignee  of  a  mortgage  may  maintain  a  suit  to  fore-» 
close,  without  making  his  assignor  a  party,  if  the  legal  title 
has  been  conveyed  to  him.  Newman  v.  Chapman,  2  Hand. 
93. 

48.  Suit  in  which  an  heir  of  personal  representative  not  a 
necessary  party  in  suit  by  legatee.  Dabney^s  AdmWy  et  ah, 
V.  Smithes  legatees,  5  Leigh,  13. 

49.  Eight  years  after  the  death  of  an  intestate  who  had  no 
child,  his  widow  files  a  bill  in  equity 'to  recover  her  naoiety  of 
his  personal  estate,  without  making  any  other  distributee  a 
party.  The  bill  states  that  to  the  other  moiety  the  dece- 
dent's brother  G»   became ,  entitled^   he  being  his    only  re- 
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lation  by  'consanguinity  in  the  United  States,  the  dece- 
dent being  a  native  of  Ireland,  and  the  administrator  fully 
satisfied  and  paid  off  the  said  G-.  his  share  of  the  estate ;  af- 
terwards Gr.  left  this  country,  and  either  died,  or,  if  living,  it 
ifl  not  known  where  he  is.  This  statement  is  not  objected  to, 
or  controverted,  until  after  a  decree  in  favor  of  the  widow 
against  the  administrator  and  his  sureties,  when  the  decree  is 
appealed  from,  and  the  objection  is  made  for  the  first  time  in 
the  Court  of  Appeals.  The  statement  in  the  bill  respecting 
the  next  of  kin  must  be  taken  as  true,  and  the  objection  is 
therefore  untenable.  Moore* s  Adm*r  v.  George* s  AdmW,  10 
Leigh,  228. 

60.  Slaves  emancipated  by  Will,  need  not  be  made  p&,rties  to 
a  bill  contesting  it.  Coalter's  E:£or  \^  Bryan  et  ux.^  et  alsx,  1 
Grat.  18. 

51.  Justices  who  appoint  a  guardian,  and  take  insufficient 
security  from  him,  are  not  proper  parties  to  a  suit  for  the  set- 
tlement of  his  guar(Jianship  account ;  nor  is  the  clerk  taking 
such  bond,  a  proper  party.  Austin  v.  Richardson,  1  Grat. 
310. 

52.  Bill  charges  that  a  person  through  whom  defendant  re- 
ceived money,  sought  to  be  recovered,  disclaimed  any  interest 
in  it,  and  directed  defendant  to  deliver  it  to  plaintiff.  Bill  de- 
murred to — such  party  not  a  necessary  party*  Northwestern 
Bank  v.  Nelson,  1  Grat.  108. 

53.  Where  a  person  has  a  mere  interest  in  the  question  in- 
Tolved  in  a  suit  In  equity,  arising  out  of  a  collateral  liability, 
though  the  decree  may  upon  that  question,  be  evidence  for,  or 
against  him  in  some  future  controversy,  such  interest  does  not 
render  him  a  necessary,  or  a  proper  party.  Austin  v.  Rich' 
ardson,  1  Grat.  310» 

'  54.  A  will  was  dated  in  1802,  the  testator  died  in  1815. — 
In  1827,  the  creditors  of  one  of  the  administrators  filed  a  bill 
to  subject  his  property  conveyed  in  trust  to  indemnify  his  su- 
reties in  his  administration  bond,  to  the  payment  of  his  debt. 
The  legatees  in  the  will  not  being  heard  from  up  to  that  time, 
are  not  necessary  parties.  Jones  v.  Lackland  et  als.,  2  Grat. 
81. 

55.  In  a  contest  about  a  will,  a  person,  who  was  not  a  party 
in  the  county  court,  may,  by  becoming  interested  after  an  ap- 
peal to  the  district  court,  be  adniitted  a  party  there,  and  carry 
lip  the  cause  to  the  Court  of  Appeals ;  but,  on  reversing  tho 
25 
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judgment  of  the  district  court,  and  aflSrining  that  of  the 
county  court,  such  part^  can  only  recover  the  costs  in  the  dis- 
trict court.      Coghilli,  CoghiU,  %  Hen.  &  Munf.  467. 

56.  On  an  appeal  from  an  interlocutory  decree,  if  prb|)er 
parties  to  the  suit  appear  to  be  wanting,  the  Court  of  Appeals 
will  not  leave  it  to  the  Chancellor,  but  will  itself  direct  such 
parties  to  be  made.  Hooper  et  ux.  y.  Roaster  et  ttx.,  1  Munf. 
119. 

57.  Il>is  the  course  of  a  court  of  equity  to  decree  in  the 
first  instance  against  the  party  who  is  ultimately  responsible, 
but  this  is  done  only  where  the  parties  are  before  the  court  at 
the  time  of  the  decree,  and  their  several  liabilities  are  clearly 
ascertained.     Garnett  dbc,  v.  Macon  et  al ,  6  Call,  308. 

58.  A  court  of  equity  ought  not  to  dismiss  a  bill  absolutely 
for  want  of  proper  parties,  the  plaintiff  showing  enough  to 
give  color  to  his  claim  for  rehef  against  the  parties  not  before 
the  court;  in  such  case  the  Chancellor  is  right  in  giting 
the  plaintiff  leave  to  amend  and  make  the  proper  parties  — 
Allen  et  al.  v.  Smithy  1  Leigh^  231. 

59.  If  one  person  to  whom  alone  the  right  asserted  in  a  bill 
in  Chancery  appertains,  and  other  persons  who  have  no  right, 
join  in  the  bill,  and  the  cause  be  proceeded  in  to  a  decree  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  without  any  objection  there  to  the 
joining  of  improper  parties  plaintiffs  ili  the  bill ;  upon  appeal 
from  the  decree  to  the  Court  of  Appeals,  the.  objection  will 
have  only  this  effect  in  the  appellate  court,  that  the  coiirt  will 
consider  the  right  as  vested  in  the  plaintiff  entitled  thereto, 
and  affected  by  his  acts  or  omissions.  Dlchen&ons  v.  Davis  et 
al.y  2  Leigh,  401. 

60 «  A  defendant  in  equity  is  charged  as  executrix  and  as 
devisee  of  a  decedent ;  in  the  caption  of  her  answer,  she  pro- 
fesses to  answer  only  as  executrix ;  but  in  the  body  of  her 
answer  she  in  fact  answera  as  devisee :  Hekl,  suicb  answer 
places  her  before  the  court  in  her  character  of  devisee.  Kin- 
ney* $  Ex^CT  V.  Harvey y  dbc,  2  Leigh,  70» 

61.  Decree  by  default  against  defendants,  who  were  not  in 
contempt  upon  any  proper  process,  reversed  for  this  irregular- 
ity.    Frazier,  drc.  v.  Frazier's  Ex'orSy  &c,y  2  Leigh,  642. 

62.  On  an  appeal  from  an  interlocutory  decree,  correct  on 
the  merits,  but  erroneous  for  want  of  proper  parties,  the  court 
will  reverse  the  decree,  but  allow  the  appellees  to  recover  costs^ 
as  the  parties  substantially  prevailing ;  because  an  appeal  from 
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an  i»terloctttory  decree  is  only  given  to  prevent  the  payment 
of  money,  or  change  of  property,  or  to  settle  principles.  Gun- 
ningham  v.  Patterson,  3  Band.  66. 

63.  Want  of  proper  parties  to  bill  for  setting  aside  will,  is 
no  ground  to  reverse  decree  of  dismission  right  on  the  merits. 
Dissentiente,  Tucker ^  P.  Kinchehe  v.  Kincheloe,  11  Leigh, 
393. 

64.  In  a  siut  by  a  judgment  creditor  to  subject  lands  in  the 
hands  of  a  bona  fide  purchaser  from  the  debtor,  pending 
the  suit,  the  purchaser  dies,  his  heirs  are  necessary  parties. 
Taylor^ 8  AdmW  et  ah.  v.  Spindle,  2  Grat.  44. 

65.  A  slave  claiming  a  right  to  freedom  is  not  a  necessary 
party  in  a  controversy  between  third  persons,  though  his  right 
to  freedom  may  be  involved  in  the  controversy.  M*  CandlisJi, 
AdmW  V.  Edloe  et  als.,  3  Grat.  330. 

66.  A  bill  should  not  be  dismissed  for  defect  of  parties,  if 
plaintiff  has  shewn  himself  entitled  to  relief  on  the  merits ; 
but  he  should  be  allowed  to  amend  his  bill  and  make  the  ne» 
ceasary  parties.     Jameson's  AdwJr  y,  Deshiddsy  3  Grat,  4, 

67.  All  the  persons  secured  by  a  deed  of  trust,  either  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  who  are  named  in  it,  are  necessary  parties 
to  a  bill  assailing  the  trust  deed  as  fraudulent  as  to  some  of 
the  cestuis  que  trust,  and  seeking  a  distribution  of  the  trust 
fund.     Billups  V.  Sears  et  als.,  5  Grat.  31. 

68.  In  a  suit  brought  by  a  trustee  of  a  married  woman,  to 
assert  and  defend  her  rights,  in  which  a  full  opportunity  is 
afforded  the  cestui  que  tnwt  to  protect  her  rights,  it  is  not  ne*- 
oessary  that  she  should  be  made  a  party.  Woodson^  trustee 
V.  Perkins,  6  Grat.  345. 

69.  One  of  two  administrators  having  taken  no  active  part 
in  the  administration  and  having  died,  his  administrator  is  not 
a  necessary  party  to  a  bill  filed  by  the  distributee  of  the  intes- 
tate for  an  account  of  the  administration  of  the  estate. 
Wiirs  AdtnJr  v.  BunvCs  AdnCr,  5  Grat.  384. 

70.  The  widow  of  the  intestate  having  received  her  third 
of  the  estate  and  died,'  her  administrator  is  not  a  necessary 
party  to  a  suit  by  the  only  child  of  the  intestate  to  recover  his 
proportion  of  the  estate  from  the  administrator.     Ihid. 

71.  Legatees  having  been  ia  possession  of  slaves  for  nearly 
five  years,  may  file  a  bill  to  enjoin  the  sale  of  them  under  ex- 


2  PARTIES, 

ecution  against  a  third  person,  without  making  the  executor  a 
party,  though  it  does  not  appear  he  ever  assented  to  the  legacy. 
Kelly  V.  Scotty  6  Grat.  479. 

72.  Though  a  deed  of  trust  secures  creditors  in  several 
classes,  one  or  more  may  sue  for  the  benefit  of  all,  to  have  the 
trusts  executed,  where  the  trustees  refuse  to  act.     Reynolds 

V.  The  Bank  of  Virginia ^  et  ah.,  6  Grat.  174. 

« 

73.  To  a  bill  to  set  aside  fraudulent  conveyances  made  by 
an  insolvent  debtor,  the  trustees  and  cestuis  que  trust  in  the 
deeds,  the  sheriffs  of  the  counties  in  which  the  lands  lie  and 
the  execution  creditors  interested  in  the  property,  should  be 
parties.      Clough,  &c.  v.  Thompson,  7  Grat.  26. 

74.  In  a  suit  by  residuary  legatees  against  the  executor  for 
a  distribution  of  the  estate,  the  specific  legatees  should  be 
parties,  unless  it  appears  that  their  legacies  have  been  paid. 
Nehon^s  Ex'or  v.  Fage  et  als.,  7  Grat.  160. 

75.  In  a  creditor's  suit  either  by  foreign  attachment  or  to 
marshal  assets,  against  heirs  residing  abroad,  the  lands  de- 
scended having  been  sold  under  a  decree  at  the  suit  of  the 
heirs,  and  the  proceeds  being  in  the  hands  of  a  commissioner, 
he  should  be  a  party  as  such ;  and  his  being  a  party  as  ad- 
ministrator of  the  deceased  debtor  is  not  enough.  Carring- 
ton  et  ah,  v.  Didier,  Norvell,  &  Go,,  8  Grat.  /260. 

76.  In  a  bill  by  persons  claiming  to  be  legatees  or  assignees 
of  legatees,  against  defendants  as  legatees  or  assignees  of 
legatees,  under  the  same  will,  for  distribution  of  the  slaves 
bequeathed  to  the  legatees  jointly,  the  presumption  is,  in  the 
absence  of  all  pleadings  and  proofs  to  the  contrary,  that  the 
persons  made  parties  to  the  suit  as  legatees  are  not  fictitions 
persons  or  mere  pretenders  to  the  characters  assumed  in  the 
proceedings.  Ball  et  als.  v.  Johnson's  Ux'or,  et  als,,  8  Grat. 
281.    • 

77.  In  a  case  last  above  cited,  the  case  being  a  proper  one 
upon  its  merits  for  distribution  of  the  subject  among  those  en- 
titled thereto,  the  bill  should  not  be  dismissed  for  want  of 
parties  or  of  proof  that  the  parties  were  what  they  professed 
to  be ;  but  the  court  should  direct  .the  plaintiffs  to  amend 
their  bill  and  make  the  proper  parties.     Ibid, 

78.  A  personal  representative  of  a  deceased  insolvent  co- 
qbligpr  is  not  a  necessary  pariy  to  a  suit  in  equity  by  the  ex- 
ecutri:^  of  the  obligee  against  the  admwstr^trix  of  oue  of  the 
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obligors,  to  enforce  |Jayment  of  the  bond,  so  as  to  require  tbe 
plaintiff  to  have  one  appointed  and  make  him  a  party.  Mon- 
tague^ Ex'x.  V.  Turpin's  Adm'x,  8  Grat.  463. 

79.  All  the  sureties  of  an  executrix  should  be  parties  to  a 
suit  by  legatees  for  distribution,  or  a  sufficient  excuse  should 
be  shewn  for  failing  to  make  them  parties,  before  a  decree  is 
made  against  one  of  them.  Eutcherson,  dhc.  v.  Pigg,  8  Grat. 
220. 

80.  L.  buys  lands  of  D.  and  T.  and  gives  to  each  his  bonds 
for  his  share  of  the  purchase  money.  The  contract  is  after- 
wards rescinded,  but  before  this  is  done,  D,  assigns  one  of  the 
bonds.  On  a  bill  t(\  enjoin  a  judgment  recovered  on  this 
bond  by  the  assignee,  T.  is  not  a  necessary  party.  Drake  v. 
Li/ons,  9  Grat.  54. 

81.  A  bill  is  filed  to  subject  lands  to  the  satisfaction  of  a 
judgment,  after  the  death  of  the  debtor  and  charges  fraud  in 
certain  conveyances  from  the  debtor  to  his  son.  The  son  hav- 
ing conveyed  some  of  the  lands  to  third  persons,  all  such  per- 
sons must  be  made  parties.  Henderson  v.  Henderson* s  Ex^x.^ 
9  Grat.  394. 

82.  In  a  bill  by  a  surety  whose  principal  is  dead,  to  compel 
his  executor  to  pay  the  debt.  The  creditor  is  a  necessary 
party.     Stephenson  v.  TavernerSy  9  Grat.  398. 

83.  A  bill  to  marshal  assets  and  for  administration  should 
be  in  behalf  of  all  the  creditors  and  the  heirs  and  devisees 
should  be  parties.     Ibid. 

84.  In  general  one  distributee  cannot  maintain  a  suit  to  re- 
cover Ms  distributable  share  of  the  estate,  without  making  the 
other  distributees  parties.  Sellings  et  als.  v.  Bumgardn6rj 
guardian,  9  Grat.  273. 

REVrVOE. 

1.  A  suit  in  Chancery  for  a  conveyance  of  land,  if  the  de<* 
fendant  die  before  a  final  decree,  ought  to  be  revived  against 
his  heirs  and  devisees,  and  all  other  persons  holding,  claim- 
ing, or  in  any  manner  interested,  under  him,  in  the  land  in 
question.     Kei^s  Et^ots  v.  Lambert,  1  Hen.  &  Munf.  330. 

2.  An  appeal  having  abated  at  one  term,  by  the  death  of 
the  appellant,  at  the  next  term  a  scire  facias  was  awarded  on 
the  motion  of  his  administrator,  (who  qualified  since  the 
abatement,)  for  the  appellee  to  show  cause  why  the  appeal 
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should  not  be  revived.     GKbhs  v.  Perhinson^  2  Hen.  &  Mnnf, 
211. 

3.  An  appeal  having  abated  at  March  term  by  the  death  of 
the  appellant,  a  scire  facias  to  revive  it  may  be  awarded  at 
the  ensuing  Octpber  term.  Buster  v.  Wallace ^  3  Hen.  & 
Munf.  217. 

4.  Where  the  appellee  dies,  the  court  will  not  take  up  the 
appeal  in  the  name  of  the  executors,  without  giving  the  appel- 
lant notice  by  a  scire  facias,  especially  where  a  great  length  of 
time  has  elapsed  since  the  appeal.  Scott  v.  Adams,  3  Hen. 
&Munf.  601.^ 

5.  An  appeal  from,  or  supersedeqs  to,  an  order  quashing  an 
execution  against  two  defendants,  need  not,  if  one  of  them 
die,  be  revived  against  his  representative,  but  should  be  pro- 
ceeded on  as  to  the  other  only.  Bullies  Ex^ors  v.  Winstons^ 
1  Munf.  269. 

6.  Pending  a  suit  against  the  committee  of  an  insane  per-* 
son,  if  the  latter  die,  and  a  set.  fa.  to  revive  the  suit  be  issued 
against  his  administrators,  who  thereupon  appear  by  counsel, 
and  go  to  trial  on  the  issue  joined  between  the  plaintiffs  and 
the  committee,  they  cannot  take  an  objection  in  the  appellate 
court,  that  the  suit  ought  tiot  to  be  revived  against  them. 
Paradise* 8  Ad^ors  v.  Cole  et  ah,  6  Munf.  218. 

7.  Quaere :  Whether  a  suit  against  the  committee  of  an  in- 
sane person  may  not  properly  be  revived  against  the  adminis- 
trators of  such  person,  in  the  event  of  his  dying  during  ite 
pendency.     Ibid. 

8.  FoUr  plaintiffs  in  equity  unite  in  the  same  bill,  praying 
an  injunction  to  stay  proceedings  on  four  several  judgments  at 
law  against  them,  respectively,  on  grounds  of  equity  common 
to  all;  the  bill  is  exhibited  against  five  parties,  defendants; 
the  injunction  awarded ;  pending  suit,  two  of  plaintiffs  and 
three  of  defendants  die,  and  Chancellor  makes  an  order,  that 
unless  livii)g  plaintiffs,  and  representatives  of  deceased  plain- 
tiffs, revive  the  injunction,  in  name  of  representatives  of  de- 
ceased plaintifife,  against  representatives  of  deceased  defendants, 
on  or  before  a  given  day,  the  injunction  shall  stand  and  be 
dissolved :  this  order  is  irregular  and  erroneous.  M'Kays  t. 
Site  et  ah,  2  Leigh  145. 

9.  When  bill  for  partition  should  be  revived  in  name  oiei- 
ecutor,  instead  of  the  heir  of  the  plaintiff.  Ruffners  v.  Lewies 
Ex'tyrsy  et  als.,  7  Leigh,  720. 
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10.  After  a  decree  ascertaining  the  rights  of  the  plaintiffs 
in  respect  to  the  land,  and  after  partition  made  and  a  convey- 
ance directed  to  L.  of  the  moiety  sued  for,  he  died ;  Held : 
that  as  the  snit  was  then  proceeded  in  for  the  rents  and  profits 
only,  to  which  the  executors  of  L.  were  entitled,  it  was  pro- 
per to  revive  it  in  their  names  and  not  in  the  names  of  the 
heirs  of  L."     Ibid, 

SEQUESTRATION. 

1.  A  sequestration  is  proper,  if  the  defendant  obstinately 
lies  in  jail  to  save  his  estate  or  exhausts  it  in  paying  other 
creditors,  to  the  injury  of  the  plaintiff.  Ross  v.  ColviUe  dh  Co., 
3  Call,  382. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  BILL. 

L  After  publication  of  depositions,  and  the  cause  set  down 
for  hearing  the  oriiginal  bill  cannot  be  amended  ,by  making 
new  parties,  or  diarging  a  new  fact,  but  a  supplementary  bill 
may  be  offere4.  (CA.  Taylor,')  Pleasants  v.  Logan^  4 
Hen.  &  Munf.  489. 


III. 

Summary  of  decisions  affecting  questions  of  Equity  pleading 
and  practice  in  the  Circuit  Courts  of  tlie  United  StateSj 
made  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 

ANSWEES. 

See  title  ^' Bills." 

1.  The  weight  of  an  answer  by  a  corporation,  under  their 
corporate  seal,  is  very  much  lessened,  if  not  wholly  destroyed, 
by  not  being  under  oath.     Union  Bank  v.  Geary ^  5  *Pet.  99. 

2.  Where  a  bill  charges  the  defendant  with  notice  of  a  par- 
ticular fact,  an  answer  must  be  given  without  a  special  inter- 
rogatory; but  a  defendant  is  not  bound  to  answer  an  interroga- 
tory, not  warranted  by  some  matter- contained  in  a  former  part 
of  the  bill.     Mechanics  Bank  v.  Lynn,  1  Pet.  376. 

BILLS. 

See  title  "  Discovery." 

1.  The  material  facts  on  which  a  complainant  relies  for  re- 
lief must  be  so  alleged  in  his  bill  as  to  put  them  in  issue,  or 
the  relief  cannot  be  granted,  though  the  facts  be  proved. 
Harding  v.  Hardy ^  11  Wheat.  103. 

2.  No  admissions  in  an  answer  to  a  bill  in  chancery  can, 
under  any  circumstances,  lay  the  foundation  for  relief  under 
any  specific  head  of  equity,  unless  it  be  substantially  set  forth 
in  the  bill.     Jackson  v.  Ashtony  11  Pet.  229. 

3.  No  relief  can  be  given  unless  a  proper  case  be  made  in 
the  bill,  and  supported  by  proof.  Kn/ox  v.  Smith,  4  How. 
298. 

4.  Where  a  bill  is  filed  to  recover  an  interest  in  lands  in 
Ohio  by  one  claiming  under  a  will  made  and  proved  in  an- 
other State,  it  must  appear  on  the  face  of  the  bill,  that  the 
will  has  been  proved  and  recorded  in  Ohio,  according  to  the 
requisitions  of  the  statutes  of  that  State  in  such  cases,  in  or- 
der to  give  the  same  validity  and  effect  to  the  will,  as  if  made 
in  Ohio.     Kerr  v.  Moon,  9  Wheat.  566. 
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5.  A  courfc  of  equity  cannot  act  upon  a  case  which  is  not 
fairly  made  by  the  bill  and  answer;  but  it  is  not  necessary 
that  these  should  point  out  in  detail  the  means  which  the 
court  should  adopt  in  giving  relief  under  the  general  prayer 
for  relief,  beyond  the  specific  prayer,  and  not  exactly  in  ao 
cordance  with  it.      Walden  v.  Bodlet/,  14  Pet.  156. 

6.  Where  a  case  for  relief  is  made  by  the  bill,  it  may  bq 
given  by  imposing  conditions  on  the  complainant,  consistently 
with  rules  of  equity  in  the  discretion  of  the  court.     Ibid, 

7.  The  party  may  frame  his  bill  with  a  double  aspect  so 
that  if  the  court  decide  against  him  upon  one  view  of  the 
case  it  may  afibrd  him  relief  in  another.  JBohson  v.  Mc- 
Arthur,  16  Pet,  195. 

8.  In  general  terms,  a  bill  is  said  tq  be  multifarious  which 
seeks  to  enforce  against  different  individuals  demands  which 
are  wholly  disconnected.     Gaines  v.  Chew,  2  How.  619. 

9.  As  to  what  constitutes  multifariousness,  it  is  impossibly 
to  lay  down  a  general  rule ;  every  case  must  be  governed  by 
its  own  circumstances,  and  the  court  must  exercise  a  sound 
discretion  on  the  subject.  Gaines  v.  Ohew,  2  How.  619; 
Oliver  v.  Fiatt,  3  How.  333. 

10.  Where  a  bill  was  filed  against  executors,  denying  the 
authority  of  the  executors  to  act  as  such  in  the  premises,  ancj 
to  recover  property  sold  by  them  as  such,  it  was  held,  that  the 
bill  was  not  multifarious^  because  the  purchasers  of  such  pro- 

rrty  were  made  C0T<iefendaAts  with  them.      Gaines  v.  Chew, 
How.  619. 

Jl.  So  it  is  improper  to  pray  for  an  account  by  the  execuf 
tors  alone  in  such  bill.     Ibid. 

12.  The  objection  of  multifariousness  cannot,  as  a  matter 
of  right  be  takei^  by  the  parties,  except  by  demurrer,  or  plea 
or  answer ;  and  if  not  so  taken,  will  be  deemed  to  be  waived 
a^d  cannot  be  insisted  on  at  the  hearing.  Oliver  v.  Piatt, 
3  How.  333.  f 

13.  But  the  court  itself  may  make  the  objection  where  it  is 
necessary  and  proper  to  the  due  administration  of  justice ; 
though  it  will  not,  where  it  can  get  on  to  a  final  decree  with- 
out embarrassment;  the  objection  cannot  be  taken  in  an  ap- 
pellate court.     Ibid, 

14.  Belief  will  not  be  given  on  the  ground  of  fraud  unless 
it  be  made  a  distinct^  allegation  in  the  bill,  so  that  it  may  be 
put  ift  issue  in  the  pleadings.     Fatton  v.  Taylor,  7  How- 132. 
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15.  A  court  of  eqnity  has  jurisdiction  of  a  bill  a^lust  tlie 
lidministrator  of  a  deceased  debtor,  and  a  person  to  whom  real 
W^d  personal  property  iras  conveyed  by  the  deceased  debtor 
for  the  purpose  of  defrauding  creditors.  Hagan  v.  Walker^ 
14  How.  29. 

16.  Where,  on  a  bill  for  discovery  ai^d  relief,  a  discovery  is 
obtained,  but  the  court  has  not  jurisdiction  to  grant  relief, 
there  being  a  complete  remedy  at  law,  it  is  proper  to  dismiss 
the  bill  in  respect  to  the  relief  prayed,  but  it  should  be  with- 
out prejudice  to  the  rights  of  the  parties  at  law.  Horsehurgh 
V.  Baker,  1  Pet.  232. 

17.  Under  the  prayer  for  general  relief  in  a  bill,  such  relief 
only  can  be  granted  as  the  case  stated  in  the  bill,  and  sas- 
^ined  by  the  proof,  will  justify.  Mohson  v.  Mc Arthur,  16 
Pet.  182. 

18.  The  dismission  of  a  bill  to  enforce  a  specific  perfonn- 
ance  of  a  contract  for  the  sale  of  land,  where  the  vendor  can 
make  a  good  title,  is  a  bar  to  a  new  bill^  for  the  same  object. 
Pepby^rn  v.  Dunhp,  1  Wheat.  179. 

4?OM|ifJSS;0NEBS. 

See  title  "Masters  in  Chancery." 

DECREES. 

1.  Where  a  joint  liability  is  asserted  in  a  court  of  equity, 
the  decree  must  be  made  against  all  the  parties  before  it,  who 
do  not  show  some  personal  discharge.  MandevUte  y.  Biggij 
2  Pet.  482. 

2.  A  decree  directing  certain  acts  to  be  done  to  enable  a 
party  to  execute  certain  duties  assigned  to  him?  and  dismissing 
the  bill,  is  erroneous,  as  it  places  the  cause  out  of  the  power 
of  the  court ;  and  It  Is  no  answer  to  such  objection,  that  the 
iftcts  ordered  hsrve  been  performed.  The  error  is  in  the  decree, 
GreenUafy.  Queen,  1  Pet.  138. 

3.  In  rendering  a  decree  in  chancery,  the  rights  of  the  par* 
<ies  at  the  time  are  to  be  considered,  and  not  as  they  were  at 
the  time  of  the  institution  -of  Ijie  suit.  Bandel  v,  Brown,  2 
How.  406. 

4.  Where  it  appears  by  the  final  decree  that  all  the  excep- 
tions taken  to  the  report  of  a  master  were  disposed  of,  being 
flowed  or  disallowed,  this  is  sofficient,  though  it  di>es  not  ap- 


p&iif  that  they  were  formally  allowed  Of  overruled.     Oliver  V/ 
Hatt,  3  How.  333. 

&.  It  is  a  settled  rtile  that  a  decree  must  conform  to  the  al^ 
legations  in  the  pleadings,  as  well  as  to  the  proofs  in  the 
cause.     Crocket  v.  Lee,  7  Wheat.  522. 

6.  But  where  on  appeal  it  appears  that  the  decree  is  errone- 
ous in  this  respect^  and  it  also  appears  that  it  may  be  correct 
on  thel  merits,  the  cause  will  be  remanded  with  directions  that 
the  parties  be  permitted  to  amend  their  pleadings.  Crocket 
T.  Lee,  7  Wheat.  522. 

7.  A  complainant  in  equity  cannot  ofhtain  a  decree  for  mor<K 
than  he  has  asked  in  his  bill.  Simrris  v.  Guthrie,  9  Cranch^ 
19. 

8.  A  verdict  and  judgment  in  a  court  of  common  law,  or  & 
decree  of  a  court  of  equity,  is  conclusive  between  the  sam^F 
parties  upon  the  same  subject  matter.  Hopkins  v.  Lee,  0 
Wheat.  109;  Bank  of  United  States  V.  Beverly,  1  How.  134. 

9.  And  it  makes  no  difference  that  the  judgment  or  decree 
IS  an  aflirmance  by  a  divided  court*  Washington  Bridge  Co* 
V.  Stewart,  8  How.  413. 

10.  How  far  a  decree  in  a  former  case,  the  record  of  which 
is  made  proof  in  the  case  before  the  court,  is  binding,  so  faf 
as  relates  to  proof  of  exhibits,  Upon  tho«e  defendants  who  are 
neither  parties,  privies,  nor  pendente  lite  purchasers.  See 
Kerr  v.   Watts,  6  Wh^ati  550. 

11.  A'decree  dismissing  a  bill  genetaJly,  may  be.et  .p  k 
bar  of  a  second  bill  having  the  same  object  in  view ;  but  a 
dismissal  on  the  ground  that  the  court  had  not  jurisdiction, 
showing  that  no  decision  was  had  on  the  merits,  will  not  tar 
a  subseqilent  suit.      Walden  v.  Bodley,  14  Pet.  156. 

12.  Where  the  answer  to  a  bill  sets  up  the  dismission  of  a 
former  bill  by  the  same  complainant  against  the  same  defend- 
ant, praying  the  same  relief,  but  the  record  in  the  former  case 
is  not  set  out  nor  exhibited,  it  cannot  avaiL  United  States 
Bank  y.  Beverly,  1  How.  134. 

13.  A  decree  of  foreclosure  and^  sale  of  the  premises,  in  a 
bill  to  foreclose  a  mortgage,  is  a  final  decree ;  and  a  sale  under 
the  decree  after  the  death  of  a  defendant,  without  a  revival  of 
the  suit,  is  not  an  error  for  which  the  decree  will  be  reversed 
on  a  bill  of  review.  Whiting  v.  Bank  of  United  States,  13 
Pet.  6. 
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14.  In  equity,  a  final  decree,  or  an  interlocutoiy  decree^ 
which  decides,  to  a  great  extent,  the  merits  of  a  cause,  ought 
not  to  be  made  until  all  the  parties  to  the  bill,  and  all  parties 
in  interest,  are  before  the  court.  Conn  v.  Penn^  5  Wheat. 
424;  Marshall  v.  Beverley,  6  Wheat.  313. 

16.  But  this  equitable  rule  is  made  by  the  court  itself,  and 
is  subject  to  its  discretion ;  and  if  a  case  may  be  completely 
decided  as  between  the  litigant  parties,  the  circumstance  that 
an  interest  exists  in  some  other  person  whom  the  process  of 
the  court  cannot  reach,  as  if  he  be  a  resident  of  another  State, 
ought  not  to  prevent  a  decree  upon  the  merits.  Elmendorf  v. 
Taylor,  10  Wheat.  152 ;  Marr  v.  Southwick,  2  Porter,  .351 ; 
Wiser  V.  Blackly,  1  John.  C.  R.  437. 

16.  It  is  the  settled  practice  in  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  if  the  suit  can  be  decided  on  its  merits,  between  those 
who  are  regularly  before  them,  although  other  persons,  not 
within  their  jurisdictiou,  may  be  collaterally  or  incidentally 
concerned,  who  must  have  been  made  parties,  if  they  had 
been  amenable  to  its  process,  that  these  circuaistaiices  shall 
not  expel  other  suitors,  who  have  a  constitutional  and  legal 
right  to  submit  their  case  to  a  court  of  the  United  States, 
provided  the  decree  may  be  made  without  affecting  their  inte- 
rests.     Yattier  v.  tlinde,  7  Pet.  252. 

17.  If  defendants  have  distinct  interests,  so  that  substantial 
justice  can  be  done  by  decreeing  for  or  against  one  or  more  of 
them,  over  whom  the  court  has  jurisdiction,  without  affecting 
the  interests  of  others,  over  whom  it  has  not  jurisdiction,  its 
jurisdiction  may  be  exercised  as  to  the  former.     Ihid. 

18.  On  a  bill  for  the  conveyance  of  real  estate,  a  decree  for 
the  complainants  was  reversed  on  appeal  because  A.,  through 
whom  some  of  the  defendants  claimed,  was  not  made  a  party. 
A.  was  afterwards  made  a  defendant  by  an  amended  bill  when 
he  answered,  disclaiming  all  interest  in  the  suit,  and  the  bill 
was  by  consent  dismissed  as  to  him.  The  court  had  not  juris- 
diction  of  A.,  he  not  being  a  citizen  of  the  same  State,  with 
the  other  defendants.  Held, — that  the  right  of  the  court  to 
exercise  jurisdiction  over  the  other  defendants  Was  not  affected 
by  the  dismissal  as  to  him,  over  whom  it  had  no  jurisdiction, 
as  his  rights  could  not  be  affected  by  a  decree  for  or  against 
the  others.     Ihid, 

19.  Pending  a  bill  against  a  trustee  in  a  deed  of  trust  of 
real  estate  to  secure  debts  he  died,  and  administration  being 
granted  to  A.,  he  was,  on  petition  of  the  creditors  interested 
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in  the  trusty  made  the  substituted  trustee,  and  a  decree  was 
rendered  against  him,  as  such,  on  the  bill  directing  him  to 
make  certain  conveyances.  Heldy — ^that  the  decree  was  in- 
Valid,  lattd  that  the  decree  should  have  been  against  A.  as  ad- 
ministrator, or  that  a  supplemental  bill,  in  the  nature  of  a  bill 
of  revivor,  should  have  been  filed  against  A.  as  substituted 
trustee,  in  which  all  the  proceedings  should  be  stated,  and 
he  be  required  to  answer  the  allegations  in  the  original  and 
supplemental  bill.     Greenleaf  v.  Qtteen,  1  Pet.  138. 

20.  "V^here  a  party  asking  the  aid  of  a  court  of  equity  re- 
fuses to  comply  with  the  conditions  upon  which  that  aid  must 
depend,  the  court  liiay  refuse  its  aid,  and  dismiss  the  bill ;  but 
it  would  be  harsh  to  make  the  decree  of  dismission  a  bar  to  a 
future  action.     Conn  v.  Fenn,  5  Wheat.  414. 

21.  Where  an  appellee  had  died  after  the  commencemeilt 
of  the  term,  and  the  court,  not  knowing  of  his  decease,  heard 
the  case,  and  decided  thereon,  they  directed  the  decree  to  be 
entered  as  of  the  first  day  of  the  term.  Bank  o/  United 
States  V.  Weisigevj  2  Pet.  481» 

22..  A  decree  for  a  sale,  made  with  the  approbation  of 
counsel  filed  in  court,  removes  all  preceding  technical  objec- 
tions.    Kennedy  et  als,  v.  Georgia  State  Bank,  7  How.  586. 

DEMURRERS. 

Iv  If  any  part  of  a  bill  is  good,  and  entitles  the  complain- 
ant to  either  relief  or  discovery,  a  demurrer  to  the  whole  bill 
cannot  be  sustained.     Livingston  v.  Story,  9  Pet.  632. 

2.  Where  fraud  is  alleged  in  a  bill  and  relief  is  prayed 
against  a  judgment  and  a  judicial  sale  of  property,  a  demur- 
rer to  the  bill  that  relief  can  be  had  at  law  is  not  sustaina- 
ble.     Shelton  V.  Tiffin,  6  How.  163. 

3.  Where  a  bill  in  Chancery  stated  that  at  an  execution  sale 
which  was  alleged  to  have  been  open  to  competition,  regular 
and  fair,  the  complainant  purchased  for  J600  certain  promis- 
sory notes,  secured  by  mortgage,  amountiilg  in  the  whole  to 
$260,000.  The  bill  was  demurred  to  in  the  Circuit  Court, 
and  the  Circuit  Court  sustained  the  demurrer.  The  United 
States  Supreme  Court  reversed  the  judgment  of  Circuit  Court 
on  the  demurrer,  (mere  inadequacy  of  price  not  of  itself  fur- 
nishing a  sufficient  reason  for  dismissing  the  bill  or  deciding 
that  the  complainant  was  entitled  to  no  relief  whatever.  Erwin 
V.  Farham,  12  How.  197. 

26 
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DEPOSITIONS. 

1.  Where  by  the  written  conseBt  of  coonsel,  depositions  ta- 
ken in  another  cause,  were  read  in  evidence  at  the  hearing 
without  objection,  and  the  decree  thereon  was  afterwards  re- 
versed  on  appeal,  and  the  cause  remanded  for  further  pro- 
ceedings, and  on  the  second  hearing  the  defendant  objected  to 
such  depositions  as  evidence,  on  the  gronnd  that  the  reversal 
of  the  decree  annulled  the  consent  to  their  admission,  it  was 
held  that  such  consent  was  co-extensive  with  the  cause,  and 
not  limited  to  the  first  hearing,,  and  that  the  depositions  were 
admissible.      Yattier  v.  Hinde,  7  Pet.  252. 

2.  The  deposition  of  one  defendant  in  chancery  is  not  ad- 
missible against  his  co-defendant,  unless  he  is  made  a  disinter- 
ested witness  by  being  discharged  from  all  joint  liabilities,  and 
semble,  that  a  certificate  of  discharge  from  all  debts  and  con- 
tracts prior  to  the  date  of  the  discharge  under  the  act  of  As- 
sembly of  Rhode  Island,  of  1757,  although  the  debt  in  suit 
was  contracted  prior  to  such  discharge,  will  not  make  one  a 
disinterested  witness  where  the  debt  was  contracted  in  a  for- 
eign country.     Clark  v.  Riemsdyck,  9  Oanch,  153. 

3.  Although  no  relief  can  be  had  against  a  certificated 
bankrupt  or  insolvent,  who  is  a  party  defendant  to  a  bill  and 
he  is  not,  therefore,  a  necessary  party  to  the  bill,  yet  he  can- 
not be  examined  as  a  witness  in  the  canse  without  an  order  on 
motion  for  that  purpose.  DeWolf  t.  Johnson,  10  Wheat, 
867. 

4.  The  cross-examination  of  a  witness  by  the  opposite  party 
is  considered  a  waiver  of  irregularity  in  taking  the  deposition. 
Mechanics  Bank  v.  Seton,  1  Pet.  299. 

5.  A  certificate  of  the  person  before  whom  the  deposition 
was  taken  under  the  30th  section  of  judiciary  act  of  1789, 
that  neither  the  adverse  party  nor  his  attorney  lived  within 
one  hundred  miles  of  such  place,  and  that,  th^efore,  no  notice 
was  made  out,  is  sufficient.  It  is  not  necessary  for  him  to 
state  that  they  were  not  actually  within  one  hundred  miles.— 
If  they  had  been  temporarily  within  that  distance  and  the  cer- 
tifying officer  did  not  know  it,  the  certificate  would  still  have 
been  good.  Dick  et  als.  v.  Runnels j  5  How.  8.  See  Harm 
V.  Wall,  7  How.  693. 

6.  If  either  of  the  two  facts,  viz :  that  the  party  resided 
within  100  miles,  or  that  he  was  temporarily  within  that  dis^ 
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tance,  and  that  the  magistrate  knew  it,  was  established  by 
parol  proof,  the  certificate  would  then  be  irregular  and  void. 
Ibid. 

DISCOVERY. 

1.  After  answer  and  discovery,  the  rule  is,  that  a  suit 
brought  merely  for  discovery,  cannot  be  revived.  Honhury 
V.  Baker,  1  Pet.  232. 

2.  Where  the  only  ground  of  equitable  jurisdiction  is  the 
discovery  of  facts  solely  within  the  knowledge  of  the  defen- 
dant, and  the  defendant,  by  his  answer,  discloses  no  such  facts, 
and  the  plaintiff  supports  his  claim  by  evidence  in  his  own 
pos8ession,*unaided  by  the  confessions  of  the  defendant,  the 
pUdntifF  should  be  dismUsed  from  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and 
assert  his  rights  in  a  court  of  law.  Ettssell  v.  Clark,  7  Cranch, 
69. 

3.  A  party  is  not  bound  to  make  any  discovery  which  would 
expose  him  to  penalties.  United  States  v.  Saline  Bank,  1 
Pet.  100.  Northrop  v.  HioUch,  6  Conn.  861.  Skinner  v.  Jud" 
son,  8  Conn.  628. 

4.  Parties  claiming  under  a  deed  not  executed  and  recorded, 
80  as  to  be  valid  against  subsequent  purchasers  without  notice, 
may  go  into  equity  for  a  discovery,  and  if  notice  is  brought ' 
home  to  the  subsequent  purchasers,  the  complainantB  will  be 
entitled  to  a  decree  quieting  their  title.  Findlay  v.  Hinde, 
1  Pet.  241. 

5.  An  assignee  of  an  assignee  of  a  co-partner  in  a  joint 
purchase  and  sale  of  lands,  can  maintain  a  bill  of  discovery 
against  the  other  co-partners,  and  the  agent  of  the  partner- 
ship, to  ascertain  the  quantity  purchased  and  sold,  and  for  an 
account  and  distribution.  Pendleton  v.  Wamhasie,  4  Cranch, 
73. 

EVIDENCE. 

See  title  "Depositions." 

1.  A  copy  of  a  deed  from  a  clerk  of  the  court,  without  the 
certificate  of  the  presiding  Judge,  that  the  attestation  of  the 
clerk  is  in  due  form,  cannot  be  received  as  evidence  in  a  suit 
in  equity.     Drummond  v.  Ma^ruder,  9  Cranch,  122. 

2.  A  plat  referred  to  in  the  deed  as  being  annexed  to  it,  but 
which  was  never  in  fact  annexed,  and  ^as  not  recorded  with 
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the  deed,  affords  no  evidence  in  aid  of  the  description  of  the 
property  mentioned  in  the  deed.  Shinas  v.  Craig,  7  Cranch, 
34. 

3.  Entries  in  registers  of  bnrials,  and  in  a  family  Bible,  of 
the  time  of  the  death  of  a  member  of  the  family,  are  evidence 
to  show  the  time  of  a  person's  decease,  Lewis  v.  MarsJiaHy 
5  Pet.  469. 

4.  If  the  answer  neither  admits  nor  denies  the  allegations 
of  the  bill,  they  must  be  proved  upon  the  final  hearing.— 
Young  v.  Grundy ,  6  Cranch,  51. 

5.  A  complainant  in  equity  may  have  relief  even  against  the 
admissions  in  his  bill.  Finley  v,  Lynn,  7  Cranch,  238.  Sed 
qusdre. 

6.  The  answer  of  a  defendant,  where  it  is  responsive  to  the 
bill,  is  evidence  against  the  plaintiff.  Fidd  v.  Holland^  6 
Cranch,  8.  Russell  v.  Clark,  7  Cranch,  69. 

7.  Where  a  cause  is  set  down  for  hearing  upon  the  bill,  an- 
swer and  exhibits,  the  whole  of  the  answer  must  be  consider- 
ed as  true.  Leeds  v.  Marine  Ins,  Co.,  o/  Alexandria,  2  Wheat, 

•380, 

8.  If  the  answer  of  the  defendant  admits  a  fact  alleged  in 
the  bill,  but  insists  on  matter  of  avoidance,  the  complainant 
need  not  prove  the  fact  admited,  but  the  defendant  must  prove 
the  matter  in  avoidance.     Clarke  v.  White,  12  Pet.  178. 

9.  A  policy  of  insurance  contained  a  stipulation,  that  if  the 
assured  then  had,  or  thereafter  should  have,  any  other  insu- 
rance upon  the  same  property,  notice  thereof  should  be  given 
to  the  insurance  company,  and  the  same  be  indorsed  upon  the 
policy,  or  otherwise  acknowledged  by  the  company,  in  default 
of  which  the  policy  should  cease.  A  loss  of  the  property 
accruing,  the  assured  filed  a  bill  against  the  company,  alleging 
notice  of  a  subsequent  insurance  upon  the  same  property  to 
the  defendant,  and  praying  that  the  company  might  be  com- 
pelled to  endorse  the  notice  upon  the  policy,  or  otherwise  ac- 
knowledge it  in  writing.  The  answer  of  the  company,  sworn 
to  by  the  then  president,  denied  the  notice  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief.  Held :  that  the  answer  being  respon- 
sive to  the  bill,  and  denying  the  allegation  under  oath,  the 
general  rule  applied  and  the  allegation  of  the  bill  must  be 
proved  by  two  witnesses,  or  one  witness,  and  other  evidence. 
Carpenter  v.  Providence  Washington  Jns,  Co,,  4t  How.,  U.  S* 
185, 
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10.  When  facts  alleged  in  the  complainant's  bill  are  denied 
in  the  answer,  they  must  be  proved  by  two  credible  witnesses, 
or  one  witness  and  strong  corroborating  circumstances.  Lee  v. 
Montgomery,  Walker,  109.  Hughes  v.  Blake,  6  Wheat.  453. 
Union  Bank  v.  Geary ,  5  Pet.  98. 

11.  An  answer  in  chancery,  although  positive  and  directly 
responsive  to  the  allegations  in  the  bill,  may  be  outweighed  by 
circumstances,  especially  if  the  answer  be  respecting  facts 
which  in  the  nature  of  things,  cannot  be  within  the  personal 
knowledge  of  the  defendant.  Clark  v.  Van  Riemsdycky  9 
Cranch,  163. 

12.  As  a  general  rule,  the  answer  of  one  defendant  cannot 
be  used  as  evidence  against  his  co-defendant.  Leeds  v.  Ma- 
rine Ins.  Go.  Of  Aleocandriuy  2  Wheat,  380*.  Oshom  v.  Bank 
of  U.  States,  9  Wheat,  738. 

13.  The  answer  of  one  defendant  is  evidence  against  a  co- 
defendant,  who  is  his  privy  in  estate,  or  who  claims  through 
him.  Morris  v.  Foote,  2  Geo.  Decis.  119.  Field  v.  Holland, 
6  Cranch,  8. 

14.  The  answer  of  an  agent  is  not  evidence  against  his 
principal,  Bor  are  his  admissions  in  pais,  unless  where  they  are 
a  part  of  the  res  gestae.  Leeds  v.  Marine  Ins,  Co.  of  Alexan- 
dria, 2  Wheat,  380. 

15.  The  plaintiffs  cannot  avail  themselves  of  the  answer  of 
a  defendant,  who  is  substantially,  though  not  in  form,  a  plain- 
tiff. It  is  not  evidence  against  a  co-defendant.  Field  v.  Hol- 
land, 6  Cranch,  8. 

16.  The  answer  of  one  defendant  in  chancery,  admitting 
the  authority  of  the  agent  of  both  defendants  to  draw  a 
bill  of  exchange,  is  not  evidence  against  his  co-defendant,  un- 
less such  a  partnership  is  established  as  would  authorize  the 
draft  of  the  agent  as  one  of  the  parties.  Clark  y.  Van  Riems- 
dyck,  9  Cranch,  158. 

17.  Where  one  defendant  succeeds  to  another,  so  that  the 
right  of  the  one  devolves  on  the  other,  and  they  become  pri- 
vies in  estate,  the  rule  does  not  apply.  Oshorn  v.  Bank  of  U. 
States,  9  Wheat.  738. 

18.  The  loss  of  a  writing  must  be  proved  before  parol  evi- 
dence of  its  contents  can  be  given.  Bouldin  v.  Massie,  7 
Wheat.  122. 

19.  But  where  a  bill  was  filed  by  the  heir  of  the  warrantee 
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in  a  land  warrant;  to  obtain  a  conveyance  of  the  legal  title 
from  those  who  had  obtained  a  patent  as  upon  an  assignment 
of  the  warrant,  the  assignment  being  no  longer  a  necessary 
part  of  the  title,  the  same  degree  of  proof  of  ita  loss  will  not 
Be  required  as  if  it  were  relied  upon  as  a  part  of  the  title. 
Ihid, 

20.  In  such  case,  where  there  is  a  strong  degree  of  proba- 
bility that  the  assignment  has  been  lost  or  destroyed,  its  non- 
production  ought  not  to  operate  against  him  claiming  under  it 
so  as  to  defeat  his  title.     Ihid. 

21.  Where  it  was  testified  that  a  subscribing  witness  to  an 
instrument  enlisted  on  board  a  privateer,  and  had  not  been 
heard  of  for  four  years,  this  was  held  sufficient  to  let  in  se- 
condary evidence  of  his  hand-writing.  Spring  v.  South  Car- 
olina Ins,  Co.,  6  Wheat.  268. 

22.  Where  a  receipt  for  the  purchase  money  of  land  is  more 
than  30  years  old,  and  not  only  free  from  suspicion,  but  sup- 
ported by  other  testimony,  the  subscribing  witness  thereto  may 
be  dispensed  with  in  proving  it.  Vattier  v.  Hinde,  7  Pet. 
252. 

23.  The  subscribing  witness  to  a  bond  being  dead,  proof  of 
his  hand-writing,  if  unaided  and  unopposed,  is  sufficient  to 
establish  the  bond.  Murdoch  v.  Hunter , .  1  Brock  C.  C.  R. 
135. 

24.  Though  parol  testimony  is,  in  general,  inadmissible,  both 
at  law  and  equity,  to  vary  a  written  instrument,  yet,  in  equity, 
parol  evidence  is  admissible,  to  prove  fraud,  or  mistake,  or  sur- 
prise in  a  written  agreement.  But  the  evidence  must  be  strong 
and  clear.     Hunt  v.  Rousmanier,  8  Wheat.  174. 

25.  Where  there  is  a  doubt  as  to  the  existence  of  a  trust, 
the  burden  of  proof  lies  on  the  party  who  alleges  it.  Prevost 
v.  Gratz,  6  Wheat.  481.     Gratz  v.  Frevost,  6  Wheat.  481. 

26.  Where  an  account  current  is  sent  by  a  foreign  merchant 
to  a  merchant  in  this  country,  between  whom  there  are  mu- 
tual dealings,  and  he  keeps  it  two  years  without  making  any 
objections,  it  will  be  deemed  an  account  stated,  and  his  si- 
lence and  acquiescence  will  so  far  bind  him  as  to  throw  upon 
him  the  burden  of  proof.     Freeland  v.  Heron,  7  Cranch,  147. 

27.  It  is  a  rule,  both  at  law  and  in  equity,  that  the  allegata 
and  probata  must  correspond,  and  however  just  the  demand 
proved  by  the  complainant  in  equity,  if  his  proof  does  not 
harmonize  with  the  allegations  in  his  bill,  he  cannot  recover. 
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CkmenU  v.  Kellogg^  1  Ala.  U.  S.,  330.     Piatt  v.  VatHer,  9 
Pet.  405.     Lindsay  v.  JEtheridgCf  1  Dev.  &  Bat.  Ch.,  36. 

28.  It  is  a  general  rule,  that  a  long  acquiescence  in  letters 
containing  accounts,  is  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  correctness 
of  their  contents.  Sopkirk  v.  Page,  2  Brock.  C.  C.  R.,  p. 
20. 

INJUNCTION. 

1.  The  proper  condition  of  an  injunction  bond  is^  "  to  an- 
swer all  damages  which  the  defendant  may  sustain  in  conse- 
quence of  the  injunction  being  granted.''  Bern  v.  Heath,  12 
How.  168. 

/ 

ISSUE   OUT  OP  CHANCERY. 

1.  When  an  issue  is  directed  by  a  court  of  Chancery,  to  be 
tried  by  a  court  of  law,  and  in  the  course  of  the  trial  at  law 
questions  are  raised  and  bills  of  exception  taken,  thes^  ques- 
tions must  be  brought  to  the  notice  and  decision  of  the  court 
of  chancery,  which  sends  the  issue ;  and  if  this  is  not  done  the 
objection  cannot  be  taken  in  an  appellate  court  of  chancery. — 
Brockett  et  ah,  v.  Brockett  et  ah.,  3  How.  691.  See  also 
McLaughlin  v.  Bank  of  Potomac,  7  How.  220. 


MASTERS  IN  CHANCERY. 


I 


1.  A  complex  and  intricate  account  is  an  unfit  subject  for 
examination  in  court,  and  ought  always  to  be  referred  to  a 
commissioner,  to  be  examined  by  him  and  reported,  in  order 
to  a  final  decree ;  to  such  report  the  parties  may  take  exceptions, 
and  thus  bring  any  question  they  may  think  proper  before  the 
court.  Dvhourg  de  St.  Colombe  v.  United  States,  7  Pet. 
625. 

2.  On  the  reference  of  an  account  to  a  master  for  statement, 
he  should  admit  the  oath  of  a  party  to  prove  only  such  items 
as  from  their  nature  are  not  susceptible  of  full  proof.  Harding 
Y.  Handy,  11  Wheat.  103. 

3.  Where  a  matter  is  referred  to  a  master  for  an  account, 
he  may  examine  the  witnesses  viva  voce,  the  parties  being 
present  by  their  counsel  and  neither  objecting.  Story  v.  Liv- 
ingston, 13  Pet.  359. 

4.  The  report  of  a  master  is  received  as  true,  where  no  ex- 
ception is  taken ;  and  the  exceptions  are  to  be  regarded  so  far 
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only  as  they  are  supported  by  the  special  statements  of.  the 
master,  or  by  evidence  which  ought  to  be  brought  before  the 
court  by  a  reference  to  the  particular  testimony  on  which  the 
exceptor  relies.     Harding  v.  Handy ^  11  Wheat.  103. 

5.  Exceptions  to  a  master's  report  must  state  article  by  ar- 
ticle, those  parts  of  the  report  which  are  intended  to  be  ex- 
cepted to ;  the  exceptions  to  a  report  are  in  the  nature  of  a 
special  demurrer,  and  the  party  objecting  must  point  out  the 
error,  otherwise  the  part  not  excepted  to  will  be  taken  as  ad- 
mitted.    Story  V.  Livingston,  13  Pei  369. 

6.  If  the  chancery  court  below  refers  matters  of  account  to 
a  master,  his  report  cannot  be  objected  to  in  the  appellate 
court,  unless  exceptions  to  it  have>^been  filed  in  the  court,  be- 
low in  the  manner  pointed  out  by  the  73rd  rule  of  Supreme 
Court.     Brockett  et  ah.  v.  Brockett  et  ah,,  3  How.  691. 

MULTIFARIOUSNESS. 

See  title  "Bills/' 

1.  The  objection  of  multifariousness  can  be  taken  by  a 
party  to  the  bill  only  by  demurrer  or  plea  or  answer,  and  can- 
not be  taken  for  the  first  time  at  the  bearing  of  the  cause; 
but  the  court  itself  may  take  the  objection  at  any  time. 
Oliver  v.  Piatt,  3  How.  333 ;  and  the  objection  can  only  be 
taken  advantag%:of  by  demurrer  or  exception  to  the  pleading 
and  must  be  made  he/ore  answer,  and  can  be  tested  only  by 
the  structure  of  the  bill  itself.  Nehon  v.  Hill,  6  How.  127, 
132. 

PARTIES.   *• 

1.  All  persons  materially  interested  in  the  subject  of  the 
suit  ought  to  be  made  parties,  either  as  plaintiffs  or  defend^ 
ants,  in  order  to  prevent  a  multiplicity  of  suits,  and  that  there 
may  be  a  complete  and  final  decree  between  all  parties  inter- 
ested; but  this  rule  is  subject  to  many  exceptions,  and  is  more 
or  less  within  the  discretion  of  the  court,  and  ought  to  be  re- 
stricted to  parties  whose  interests  are  involved  in  the  issue, 
and  to  be  affected  by  the  decree ;  and  the  relief  granted  will 
always  be  so  modified  as  not  to  affect  the  interests  of  others. 
Mechanics'  Bank  v.  Seton,  1  Pet.  299.  Story  v.  Living- 
ston, 13  Pet.  359. 

2.  Where  a  decree  in  relation  to  the  subject  matter  of  liti- 
gation can  be  made  without  a  person  having  his  interest  in 
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any  way  concluded  by  the  decree^  he  is  not  an  essential  party. 
/Story  V.  Livingston^  13  Pet.  359. 

3.  One  of  the  great  principles  upon  which  courts  of  equity 
generally  require  all  parties^  who  are  known  and  within  reach 
of  its  jurisdiction^  to  be  made  parties,  is  to  prevent  future 
litigation,  and  take  away  multiplicity  of  suits.  Mandeville  v. 
Biggsy  2  Pet.  482. 

4.  No  one  need  be  made  a  tyarty  complainant  in  whom  there 
exists  no  interest,  and  no  one  paitj  defendant  from  whom  no- 
thiDg  is  demanded.     Kerr  v.  WattSf  6  Wheat.  650. 

5.  On  account  of  the  limited  and  peculiar  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States  courts,  if  an  equity  cause  may  be  proceeded 
in  to  a  final  decree  between  the  parties  to  it,  without  making 
others  parties,  who  would  generally  be  considered  necessary* 
parties,  they  need  not  be  made  parties  where  the  process 
of  the  court  cannot  reach  them,  or  they  be  citizens  of  an- 
other State.     Mallow  v.  Hinde,  12  Wheat.  193. 

6.  But  if  a  final  decree  between  the  litigating  parties  will 
necessarily  affect  the  rights  of  those  who  are  absent,  the  pecu- 
liarity of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  will  not  authorize  the 

.  dispensing  with  them.     Ibid, 

7.  Though  it  seems  that  the  court  might,  in  case  of  an  in- 
junction bill,  retain  jurisdiction  of  the  parties  regularly  before 
it,  until  the  plaintiffs  could  have  opportunity  to  contest  the 
claims  of  the  other  parties  in  a  competent  tribunal;  and,  if 
it  is  then  made  to  appear,  by  the  judgment  of  such  tribunal, 
that  the  complainants  are  entitled  to  the  interest  claimed  by 
such  other  parties,  the  court  may  proceed  to  a  final  decree. — 
Ihidn  * 

8.  On  a  bill,  by  an  executor  against  a  devisee  of  land, 
charged  with  the  payment  of  debts,  for  an  account  of  the  trust 
fund,  the  creditors  are  not  indispensable  parties  to  the  suit. 
Potter  V.  Gardner,  12  Wheat.  498. 

9.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  will  not  make 
a  final  decree  upon  the  merits  of  a  case,  unless  all  parties  who 
are  essentially  interested  are  made  parties  to  the  suit,  although 
some  of  those  persons  are  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court.     Russell  v.  Clarky  7  Granch,  69. 

10.  The  want  of  proper  parties  is  not  sufficient  ground  for 
dismissing  a  bill.     Milligan  v.  Milkdge,  3  Cranch,  220. 

11.  The  want  of  proper  parties  is  not  a  good  plea,  if  the  bill 
suggests  that  such  parties  are  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court.     Ihid. 
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12.  A  bill  may  be  dismissed,  where  the  plaintiff,  when 
called  upon  to  make  proper  parties,  refuses  or  is  guilty  of  im- 
reasonable  delay  in  doing  so ;  but  not  without  demurrer,  plea, 
or  answer,  pointing  out  the  person  or  persons  which  the  de- 
fendant insists  ought  to  be  made  parties.  Greenleaf  v.  Qwccn, 
1  Pet.  138. 

13.  Objection  to  the  want  of  a  party  complainant,  where  it 
does  not  appear  on  the  face  of  the  bill,  must  be  taken  advan- 
tage of  by  plea  and  answer.  The  objection  of  misjoinder  of 
complainants  must  be  made  by  demurrer  or  on  answer.  It  u 
too  late  to  make  such  formal  objection  for  the  first  time  at  the 
hearing.     Story  v.  Livingston,  13  Pet.  359. 

14.  Where  the  objection,  for  want  of  proper  parties,  is  not 
taken  till  the  hearing  on  appeal;  it  ought  not  to  prevail  ex- 
cept in  very  strong  cases,  and  where  the  court  perceives  that 
a  necessary  and  indispensable  party  is  wanting.  Mechamd 
Bank  v.  Seton,  1  Pet.  299. 

15.  In  a  bill  against  an  unincorporated  banking  company, 
the  members  of  which  are  numerous,  and  in  part  unknown, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  bring  all  the  stockholders  before  the 
court,  before  a  decree  can  be  made.  MandeviUe  y.  Biggs,  2 
Pet.  482. 

16.  The  United  States,  proceeding  as  an  unpreferred  cred- 
itor against  the  debtor  of  their  debtor  in  a  bill  in  equity  for 
an  account,  &c.  should  make  their  original  debtor  a  party  to 
the  bill,  and  have  the  account  taken  between  him  and  his 
debtor.     United  States  v.  Emoland,  4t  Wheat.  108. 

17.  One  endorser  of  a  promissory  note,  against  whom  a  bill 
in  equity  is  brought,  has  a  right  to  insist  that  the  other  en- 
dorsers be  made  parties.  Riddle  v.  MandeviUe,  5  Craneh, 
322. 

PLEAS. 

1.  A  mere  denial  of  £icts  is  proper  for  an  answer^  but  not 
for  a  plea.     MUligan  v.  MiUedge,  3  Cranch,  220. 

2.  A  plea  in  bar  to  a  bill  in  chancery  denying  only  part  of 
the  material  facts  stated  in  the  bill,  is  not  good ;  a  mere  denial 
of  facts  is  proper  for  an  answer  but  not  for  a  plea.  Milligan 
V.  MiUedge,  3  Cranch,'  220. 

3.  An  account  stated  is  a  good  plea  in  bar  to  a  bill  in 
equity,  except  where  palpable  errors  in  the  account,  and  such 
VA  cannot  be  misunderstood,  are  shown  by  the  complainant. 
Chappeddaine  v.  Dechenaux,  4  Cranch,  306. 
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4.  On  a  bill  by  Rhode  Island  against  Massacbosetts^  for 
the  settlement  of  the  boundary  line  between  those  States^  the) 
defendant  State  filed  a  plea  setting  forth  agreements  of  com" 
promise  in  respect  to  the  line,  entered  into  between  the  States 
in  1710  and  1718,  and  averring  possession  and  sovereignty  ex- 
ercised by  her  over  the  teiyitory  in  dispute  ever  afterwards, 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  agreements*  ^^,— that  the 
plea  was  bad  for  multifariousness,  in  that  it  relied  upon  the 
agreement  as  a  compromise  of  the  dispute,  and,  as  a  distinct 
matter  of  defence,  the  exercise  of  possession  and  sovereignty 
over  the  disputed  territory  as  giving  them  a  right  by  prescrip- 
tioD<    Rhode  Island  V.  Massachusetts^  14  Pet.  210. 

REPLICATION* 

1.  The  replication  puts  the  matter  of  the  plea  in  issue,  and 
it  is  incumbent  on  the  defendanta  to  support  it.  Stead  v* 
Course y  4  Cranch,  408* 

2*  A  bill  set  out  a  title  to  land  in  A*,  the  wife  of  B.,  by 
direct  descent  from  her  brother,  and  claimed  under  this  title  ', 
the  answer  alleged  a  conveyance  of  this  title,  before  the  insti- 
tution of  the  suit  to  C;  the  replication  admitted  the  convey- 
ance to  C,  but  alleged  that  it  was  in  trust  to  convey  the  same 
to  B.,  to  hold  the  same  for  the  benefit  of  A.  and  her  children, 
which  trust  C.  had  executed.  The  deed  of  C<  was  recorded^ 
bnt  did  not  disclose  the  alleged  trusts.  Heldy — that  this  wa» 
a  departure  from  the  statements  which  the  rules  of  chan- 
cery would  not  admit,  and  that  the  plaintiffs  should  have  ap- 
phed  for  leave  to  amend  their  bill.  Vattier  v.  Sinde,  7  Pet* 
252. 

3.  A  replicatioM  to  a  plea  is  always  an  admission  of  the 
sufficiency  of  the  pica  itself,  as  much  so  as  if  it  had  been  set 
down  for  argument  and  allowed;  and  if  the  facts  relied  on  by 
the  plea  are  proved,  a  dismission  of  the  bill  on  the  hearing  is 
a  matter  of  course.  Hughes  v.  Blake,  6  Wheat.  463.  See 
also  Poultney  v.  City  of  Lafaj/ette,  8  How.  81. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  BILL. 

1.  Where  relief  is  sought  on  the  ground  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  pendente  litej  it  must  be  presented  by  sup* 
plemental  biU.     Hohson  v.  McArthur,  16  Pet.  195. 

2.  A  supplemental  bill  is  filed  on  leave  and  for  matter  hap- 
pening after  the  filing  of  the  bill  and  is  designed  to  supply 
some  defect  in  the  structure  of  the  original  bill.  Kennedy  v. 
Georgia  State  Bank,  8  How.  586. 


IV. 

thrms  of  original  blUsy  m/ormatiOTis,   cross  hiltsy  lilk  0/ 

interpleader^  (Scc„ 

[In  the  following  forms,  the  small  figUl-eSi  thus :  (0^  (')i  <^o.|  are  in> 
tebded  to  mark  the  several  parts  of  the  bill,  agreeably  to  the  divinon 
mentioned  in  preceding  volume,  section  26.  (1)  denotes  the  address;  (<) 
the  names  ol  plaintlflfs ;  (3)  the  stating  part ;  (4)  the  charge  of  confedc" 
racy,  Jko.  In  several  forms,  many  of  these  parts  do  not  ocear;  in  these 
Cases,  the  omission  may  be  readily  seeh  by  the  failure  to  insert  the 
figures.] 

eBNKRAIi  VOBMVIaA.  OF  BlliliSk 

COMMENtlEMENT   OP  BILLS   (a),   EMBRACING   (*)    "  ADDRESS^ 
AND    (*)    "NAMES   OP  PLAINTIFFS." 

hi  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts. 

(0  "  To  the  Judges  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United 

States  for  the  District  of ''  :^  (a)  A.^  B.  («»)  of  — p,  and 

a  citizen  of  the  State  of ,  brings  this  his  bill  against  C. 

D.  of ,  and  a  citizen  of  the  State  of ,  and  E.  F.  of 

,  and  a  citizen  of  the  Stat-e  of ;  and  thereupon 

your  orator  complains  and  says  that/'  &c. 


(a)  See  Book  I^chap.  II,  sections  27-32. 

(b)  If  by  a  married  woman,  or  iofant,  suing  by  a  next  friend,  then  add: 
**  a  feme  covert,  who  sues  by  J.  L.  her  next  friend,"  or  "  an  infant  under 
the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  who  sues  by  J.  L.  his  next  friend/'  If  com- 
mittee of  a  lunatic  or  convict  sue,  add — **  a  committee  duly  appointed  of 
the  person  and  estate  of  E.  F.  a  lunatic/'  ot  *'  committee  of  the  estate  of  Bi 
P.  a  convict." 

In  case  of  Creditor's  bill,  see  note  27  to  p.  16,  ttnte. 
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In  Virginia  State  Courts. 

To  a  Circuit  Court — ^as  follows  : 

(*)  To  the  honorable  J.  B.  C.  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court 

of  the  County  of ^ :  (")  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth 

unto  your  honor  your  orator,  A.  B.  (c) *,  of  — — ,  a  mer- 
chant (d),  that,  &c. 

To  a  County  or  Corporation  Court — as  follows : 

(*)  "  To  the  worshipful  Justices  of  the  Hustings  Court  of 

the  City  of ,"  (or,  "  To  the  worshipful  Justices  of  the 

County  Court  of  County'') :  (*)  Humbly  complaining, 

sheweth  unto  your  worships  Jrour  orator,  &c.  (as  before.) 

Q)  STATEMENT  IN   BILLS. 

See  sections  84-^1,  in  preceding  volume. 

[No  formula  of  statement  in  bills  can  be  made.  The  form  of  statement 
in  eaeh  case  must  depend  upon  tbe  facts,  and  every  material  averment 
secessary  to  support  plaintiff's  right  to  relief  asked,  should  be  made.  See 
subsequent  forms  of  bills,  in  whioh  statements  in  particular  cases  are 
giren ;  also,  forms  of  statements  in  special  cases,  post.l 

(♦)  CHARQE  OF  CONFEDERACY. 

See  sections  42--3,  in  preceding  volume. 

(f)  CHARGING  PART. 

See  sections  44-46,  in  preceding  volume.* 


(e)  8ee  note  (&)  above. 

(d)  Better  state  occupation  and  residence — though  this  practice  is  quite 
rare  in  Virginia.  It  may  be  questioned  whether,  if  these  be  omitted,  a 
demurrer  or  a  plea  in  abatement  would  not  hold. 

[*  A  late  English  author,  Mr.  Whitworth,  who  has  written  a  work  on 
Eqaitjr  PrecedentSy  gives  the  following  among  other  forms  under  this 
head,  which,  if  deemed  proper,  may  be  used : 

''  Your  orator  charges  that  the  said  [  ]  had  been  and  was  for  some 
time  previous  to  And  up  to  and  at  the  date  of  the  execution  of  the  said 
Indenture  addicted  to  tho  habit  of  drinking,  and  in  consequence  thereof 
was  liable  to  be  imposed  upon,  and  that  the  said  defendant  took  advan« 
tage  of  such  weakness  and  infirmity  of  the  said  [  ]  to  obtain  from 
him  the  execution  of  the  said  indenture. 

*'  The  said  defendant  pretends  that  the  said  lease  is  valid  at  law,  and 
that  he  ought  to  have  the  benefit  thereof;  whereas  your  orator  charges 
the  contrary,  and  that  at  the  time  of  the  execution  of  the  said  lease  by 
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(")  AVERMENT  OF  JURISDICTION- 

See  sections  47-50,  in  preceding  volume. 


the  said  [  ],  he  was  of  such  weak  intellect,  ns  to  be  unable  to  under- 
stand the  effect  of  the  said  lease,  or  to  manage  his  own  affairs ;  and  that 
by  reason  thereof  the  said  lease  ought  to  be  declared  void,  and  be  deliv- 
ered  up  to  your  orator. 

"  Your  0!rator  charges  that  the  said  defendants  hare  defrauded  yoor 
orator  in  respect  of  the  matters  aforesaid,  and  that  the  said  deiendante' 
said  security  ought  to  be  declared  void  as  against  your  orator ;  fof  jour 
orator  charges  that  the  said  defendants  represented  to  your  orator  tbst 
the  said  heri»ditaments,  at  the  time  when  the  said  [  ]  applied  to  jetr 
orator  for  the  aforesaid  loan,  were  free  and  unincumbered,  and  on  the 
faith  of  such  representation  your  orator  granted  to  the  said  [  ]  the 
said  loan  on  the  security  of  the  said  hereditaments,  but  the  same  faetedit- 
aments  were  in  fact  at  the  time  such  representations  were  made  subject  to 
the  said  defendants'  security,  although  the  same  was  not' known  to  your 
orator. 

**  Your  orator  charges  that  the  said  defendant  admitted  your  orator'i 
claim  to  be  valid  as  against  him,  and  that  there  was  then  due  to  jour 
orator  fiom  him  in  respect  theteof  in  a  letter  bearing  date,  ^c,  and  sent 
by  him  to  and  received  by  your  orator. 

''Your  orator  charges  that  your  orator  is  entitled  to  the  said  lands  and 
premises  as  aforesaid ;  which  the  said  defendant  will  sometimes  admit; 
but  then  he  pretends  that  your  orator  is  barred  by  a  decree  made  in  rela- 
tion to  the  same  matters  by  this  honorable  Court;  whereas  your  orator 
charges  the  contrary,  and  that  if  any  such  decree  was  ever  made,  the 
same  was  obtained  by  fraud,  and  in  particular  that  the  Eame  was  made 
without  due  notice  to  your  orator,  apd  that  the  same  questions  were  not 
thereby  raised  as  are  raised  in  this  suiK 

''  The  said  defendant  pretends  that  there  is  not  anything  due  to  your 
orator  in  respect  of  the  matters  nforesaid;  wheiens  your  orator  chsrgets 
the  contrary  to  be  true ;  and  at  other  times  the  said  defendant  pretends 
that  if  anything  is  due  to  your  orator  that  the  said  defendant  has  been 
released  by  your  orator  therefrom,  and  from  every  clAim  in  respect  thereot; 
whereas  your  orator  charges  the  contrary  to  be  true,  and  that  if  any  such 
release  was  executed  by  your  orator,  sueh  release  ought  not  to  be  binding 
on  your  orator  in  equity,  inasmuch  as  the  said  defendant  was  and  is  a 
trustee  for  your  orator  in  respect  of  the  naatters  aforesaid,  and  no  juit 
account  thereof  has  ever  been  rendered  by  him  to  your  orator,  including 
the  account  of  the  dividends  of  the  said  sum  of  £- —  so  received  by  the 
said  defendant  as  aforesaid,  nor  has  the  said  defendant  ever  paid  to  ycvr 
orator  any  part  of  such  last-meationed  dividends. 

''Your  orator  charges  that,  although  the  fkid  [  ]  claims  to  be  inte- 

rested in  the  matters  aforesaid,  as  one  of  the  legatees  under  the  said  wiO, 
yet  he  declines  to  join  your  orator  as  co-plaintiff  in  this  suit. 

"  Your  orator  charges  that  the  said  [  ]  is  now  resident  at  [         ], 

out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  this  honorable  Court. 

"  But  then  the  said  defendant  pretends  that  he  is  not  accountable  hi 
Equity,  in  respect  of  the  matters  aforesaid ;  whereas  your  orators  charge 
the  contrary,  and  the  more  especially  as  your  orators  charge  that  they 
havo  no  means  of  having,  except  by  a  discovery  frotn  the  said  defendant, 
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(J)  INTERHOGATINa  PART. 

See  sections  51-55,  in  preeeding  volume. 

In  United  States  Circuit  Courts — as  follows  : 

(7)   To  the  end,  therefore,  &c.  (as  in  preceding  volume, 
section  53.)  (e) 

In  Virginia  State  Courts — ^as  follows  : 

(J)  To  the  end,  therefore,  that  justice  may  be  done,  your 
orator  prays  that  the  said  C.  D.  and  E.  F.  be  made  parties 
defendant  to  this  bill,  and  required  on  their  several  and  re* 
spective  corporate  oaths,  according  to  the  best  and  utmost  of 
their  several  and  respective  knowledge,  remembrance,  inform- 
ation and  belief,  a  full,  true,  direct  and  perfect  answer  to  make 
to  all  and  singular  the  matters  aforesaid,  and  that  as  fully  as 
if  the  same  were  here  repeated  and  they  particularly  interro- 
gated thereto;  (if  desirable  to  probe  the  consciences  of  de- 
fendants yet  farther,  add  :  '*  and  more  especially  that  the  said 
d^sfendants  may  in  manner  aforesaid,  answer  and  set  forth, 
whether,"  &c.,  putting  such  questions  as  may  be  deemed  ad- 
visable.) 

[Porms  of  interrogatories  may  ht  ee>n  in  forms  of  bills  hereafter  given. 
See  also  forms  of  interrogatories  in  special  cases,  po»t.] 

(8)  PRAYER  FOR  RELIEF. 

See  sections  56-58,  of  preceding  volume. 

Jn  United  States  Circuit  Courts -^^thj  for  special  relief 
desired — ^then  add  prayer  for  general  relief,  as  found  in  sec* 
tion  57  of  preceding  volume. 

In  Virginia  State  Courts — prayer  for  special  relief  may 
be  omitted,  but  it  is  generally  better  to  insert  it.  Add  prayer 
for  general  relief,  as  above. 

[Forms  of  prayer  for  relief  xnay  be  seen  in  tbe  forms  of  bilU  hereafter 
S^ven.    See  also  forms  of  prayer  for  speeial  relief,  pogtj] 


the  particulars  of  tbe  sales  effected  by  tbe  said  defendant  [the  auctioneerfl 
or  which  of  them  remain  unsold,  or  what  sums  of  money  have  been 
received  by  him  from  the  sales  thereof:  all  which  pariiculars  your  oratori> 
cbMPge  tb«  said  defendant  ought  to  set  forth." 

(c)  Sinee  tbe  adoption  of  XOIIl.  Rule  of  the  Supreme  Court  U.  S.,  this 
form  of  interrogatory  ia  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  seems  unneces* 
sary ;  bat  it  is  bolster  to  nse  this  form  wheneyer  practicable. 
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(<>)  PRATER  FOR  PROCESS. 

See  sections  59-60,  of  preceding  volume. 

In  United  States  Circuit  Courts — as  follows : 

*^  May  it  please  the  honorable  court  to  grant  a  wrJt  of  snb. 

poena,  directed  to  the  Marshal  of  the  District  of ,  and 

commanding  the  said to  appear  and  make  answer  unto 

this  bill  of  complaint,  and  to  perform  and  abide  by  snch 
orders  and  decrees  herein  as  to  the  Court  may  seem  required 
by  the  principles  of  equity  and  good  conscience*" 

In  Virginia  State  Courts — as  follows : 

"  That  proper  process  may  be  directed  against  the  several 
defendants  herein  before  named"  ;  or  "  that  proper  process 
may  be  directed  against  the  several  defendants  herein  before 
named,  [and  that  your  orator  may  have  all  sueh  farther  and 
other  and  general  relief  as  the  nature  of  his  case  may  re- 
quire, or  to  equity  may  seem  meet."] 

The  foregoing  are  forms  of  the  nine  parts  of  the  bill  as 
]aid  down  in  the  books.     The  following  may  be  added  : 

(^")  CONCLTTSION. 

See  sections  61,  62,  in  preceding  volume. 

In  United  States  Circuit  Co^irts — "And  your  orator  will 
ever  pray,"  &c.  A,  A.  M.,  p.  q. 

^'  The  defendant  C.  D.  is  required  to  answer  the  interroga- 
tories numbered  respectively  1,  3  and  5 ;  the  defendant  E.  F. 
to  answer  those  numbered  respectively  1,  2,  4  and  6."  (/) 

In  Virginia  State  Courts — "And  your  orator  will  ever 
pray,  &c.  A.  A.  M.,  p.  q  " 

(»*)  AFFIDAYITS. 

See  ^etion  62,  in  precedir^  volume. 

Affidavits  are  necessary  in  bills  requiring  the  restraiiiBg 
order  of  the  Court,  as  in  the  case  of  injunction ;  also  to  bills 
of  discovery  in  certain  cases,  bills  of  interpleader,  &c.(^.) 


(/)  Since  the  adoption  of  XOIII.  Rule  by  Supreme  Court  TJ.  8..  this 
form  seems  unnecessary.  It  is  better,  howerer,  to  use  it  whenefer  prac- 
ticable. 

{y)  In  the  State  of  New  York,  all  bills  are  required  to  be  sworn  to^*  ex- 
cept in  cases  in  which  plaintiff  expressly  waives  bis  right  to  aa  answer  an 
«ath  from  the  defendant. 
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The  following  are  forms  of  affidavits  annexed!  to  bills  in 
sach  cases : 

To  a  hill  for  tnJuncMony  writ  of  tie  exeat,  and  the  like : 

Corporation  (or,  County)  of .     This  day  personally 

appeared  before  me,  a  notary  public,  (or  justice  of  the  peace, 
or  commissioner  of  the  court,)  or  [any  other  person  author- 
ized to  administer  such  oath,]  in  the  County  aforesaid,  A.  B., 
plaintiff  in  annexed  bill,  and  made  oath  that  the  statements 
made  in  the  said  bill,  so  far  as  made  of  his  own  knowledge, 
are  true,  and  so  far  as  made  upon  knowledge  or  information 
derived  from  others,  he  believes  them  to  be  true.  Given 
under  my  hand,  this day  of . 

To  a  hiU  of  interpleader :  (See  section  425,  of  preceding 
volume.)  Corporation  (or.  County)  of,  (&c.,  as  before) — made 
oath  that  the  statements  in  the  foregoing  bill,  so  far  as  made 
of  his  own  knowledge,  are  true,  and  so  far  as  made  upon 
knowledge  or  information  derived  from  others,  he  believes 
them  to  be  true;  and  further  made  oath  that  there  is  no  col- 
lusion between  him  and  any  one  or  more  of  the  defendants  in 
said  bill  or  any  other  party  thereto.  Given  under  my  hand, 
this day  of . 

To  a  hill  to  perpetuate  testimony:  (See  section  432  of 
preceding  volume.)  Corporation  (or,  County)  of,  (&c.,  as  be- 
fore)— "  made  oath  that  the  statements  made  in  the  foregoing 
bill,  so  far  as  made  of  his  own  knowledge,  are  true,  and  so 
far  as  made  upon  knowledge  or  information  derived  from 
others,  he  believes  them  to  be  true.  Given  under  my  hand, 
this ^  day  of r 

[If  the  circumstances  by  which  the  evidence  intended  to  be 
perpetuated  is  in  danger  of  being  lost  are  not  stated  in  the 
bill,  it  will  be  necessary  in  the  affidavit  to  set  forth  particu- 
larly such  circumstances.] 

To  a  hill  of  discovery :  [When  a  bill  seeks  discovery  of 
deeds  or  writings,  by  the  English  practice  the  plaintiff  is 
required  to  annex  an  affidavit  to  the  bill  that  they  are  not  in 
his  custody  or  power,  and  that  he  knows  not  where  they  are, 
unless  they  are  in  the  hands  of  the  defendant ;  and  it  is  sup- 
posed this  is  the  proper  practice  in  the  United  States  Circuit 
Courts  and  in  the  Virginia  State  Courts.  If  stating  part  of 
bill  contain  allegations  to  the  effect  "that  such  deeds  or 
writings  are  not  in  plaintiff's  custody  or  power,  and  that  he 
knows  not  where  they  are,  unless  they  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
defendant/'  an  ordinary  affidavit  like  that  to  a  bill  for  injunc- 
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tion  supra f  is  tb ought  to  bfe  sufficient.  If  sticb  statemelit  be  not 
made  in  the  bill,  then  the  affidavit  should  be  as  follows :  "Cor- 
poration (or  County)  of/'  i&c,  as  before] — "  made  oath  that 
the  tstatements  in  the  foregoing  bill^^o  far  as  ^lade  ut)on  his 
own  knowledge,  are  true,  and  that  the  said  statements,  so  far 
as  made  upon  knowledge  or  information  derived  from  others, 
he  believes  them  to  be  true ;  and  fdtther  made  oath  that 
(here  describe  deeds  or  writings)  are  material  to  the  prote<»- 
tion  of  his  rights,  and  that  the  same  are  not  in  his  custody  or 
power,  and  that  the  said  plaintiff  knows  not  where  the  said 
deeds  (or,  writing)  are,  unless  they  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
defendant.     Given  under  my  hand,  this day  of ."] 

To  a  cross  hill:  [A  cross  bill  should  be  sworn  to,  when  the 
plaintiff  desires  an  order  to  stay  proceedings  in  original  suit. 
See  form  of  affidavit  to  a  bill  for  injunction^  and  follow  that 
form.] 

To  a  hill'  of  review :  [See  section  463-472  of  preceding 
volume.]-  The  following  is  the  form  of  affidavit :  '^  Corpora* 
tion  (or,  County)  of,"  [&c.,  aa  before]-—"  made  oath  that  the 
statements  made  in  the  foregoing  bill,  so  far  as  made  upon 
his  own  knowledge,  are  true,  and  so  far  as  made  upon  knowl* 
edge  or  information  derived  from  others,  he  believes  them  to 
be  true ;  and  further  made  oath,  that  the  evidence  mentioned 
in  the  said  bill;  to-wit :  (here  describe  it,)  was  discovered  by 
him  since  the  rendition  of  the  decree  .complained  of  in  the 
said  bill;  and  that  the  said  evidence  was  not  and  could  not 
have  been  used  at  the  time  said  decree  was  rendered,  because 

he,  the  said ,  was  at  that  time  ignorant  of  the  fact 

that  such  evidence  was  in  existence  and  could  be  procured. 
Given  under  my  hand,  this day  of .*' 

GENERAL  FORMULA  OP  INEORMATION. 

Commencement — including  address  and  names  of  parties. 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  address  to  bill,)  (*)  Informing,  sheweth 
to  the  Court  J.  R.,  xittorney  General  of  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia, that,  &c.  (a)  (The  remainder  of  the  information  is 
framed  like  a  bill.) 


(a)  It  will  be  observed  that  this  formula  is  applicable  to  the  Virginia 
State  CourK  Upon  a  minute  examination  of.  the  records  of  United 
States  Circuit  Gonrt  held  in  this  city,  no  case  haa  been  fonnd  in  whiek 
the   United  States  begin  their  proceedings  by  information.    Thejani- 
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GENERAL  FORMULA   OF  INFORMATION  AND   BILL  COMBINED. 

Cammencement — including  address  and  names  of  parties, 

(*)  To,  &c.,  (as  in  address  to  bill.)  (*)  Informing,  sheweth 
to  the  Court  J.  E.,  Attorney  G-eneral  of  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia, and  your  orator  A.  B.  humbly  complains  and  says  that, 
&c.  (following  form  of  bill  to  conclusion)  (6). 

FORMS  OF  BIIiI«S  IN  SPBCIAIi  CASKS. 

Bill  in  United  States  Circuit  Courts  for  the  foreclosure  of  a 

mortyage.(c) 

Q)  To  the  Judges  of  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States, 
for  the District  of : 

(*)  A.  B.  of ,  and  a  citizen  of  the  State  of 


brings  this  his  bill  against  C.  B.  of ,  and  a  citizen  of 

the  State  of  ,  and  thereupon  your  orator  complains 

and  says — (^)  that  the  said  C.  D.  being  seised  to  him  and  his 
heirs  in  fee  simple,  or  otherwise  well  entitled  to  certain  land 

lying  in county,  in  this  State,  applied  to  your  orator 

to  advance  and  lend  him  the  sum  of  $ ,  upon  the  security 

of  the  said  land ;  and  your  orator  thereupon  agreed  to  do  so, 
and  did  accordingly  lend  the  said  C.  D.  the  said  sum  of  mo- 
ney, and  the  said  C.  D.  in  accordance  with  his  agreement, 
executed  a  deed  of  mortgage  conveying  the  said  land  as 
therein  recited — which  deed  is  herewith  filed  as  a^  exhibit 
with  this  bill,  marked  X,  and  prayed  to  be  taken  as  part 
thereof;  that  at  the  time  limited  and  appointed  by  the  said 
deed  of  mortgage   for  the   re-payment  of  the   said   sum  of 

money,  with  interest  thereon,  to-wit :  on  the  day  of 

,  the  said  C.  D.  failed  to  pay  the  same  or  any  part 

thereof  to  your  orator,  and  that  the  said  sum,  as  well  as  all 
interest  accruing  thereon,  is  yet  due  and  unpaid ;  and  your 

JDTator  is  advised  that  by  the  failure  on  the  part  of  the  said  C. 

TD.  to  make  such  payment,  the  said  land,  with  all  its  privi- 
leges and  appurtenances  of  every  kind,  became  vested  in  your 


formlj  institute  «  suit  in  equity  by  bill.  This  also  seems  to  be  the  prac- 
tice in  the  United  States  Courts  in  other  circuits.  No  sufficient  reason 
for  this  course  has  occurred  to  the  writer. 

(&)  See  note  (a)  to  preceding  form;  also  section  64  in  preceding  vol- 
Bine,  and  note  to  that  section,    (c)  See  section  40  of  this  work. 
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orator.  («)  (a)  In  tender  consideration  whereof,  and  foras- 
much as  your  orator  is  remediless  in  the  premises  by  the 
strict  rules  of  common  law,  and  cannot  have  adequate  relief 
except  in  a  court  of.  equity,  where  matters  of  this  kind  are 
properly  cognizable  and  relievable.(Z>)  (7)  To  the  end,  there- 
fore, that  the  said  defendant  (c)  may,  if  he  can,  shew  why 
your  orator  should  not  have  the  relief  hereby,  prayed,  and 
may,  upon  his  corporate  oatlj,  and  according  to  the  best  and 
utmost  of  his  knowledge,  remembrance,  information  and  be- 
lief, full,  true,  direct  and  perfect  answer  make  to  such  of  the 
several  interrogatories  herein  after  numbered  and  set  forth,  as 
by  the  note  here  under  written,  he  is  required  to  answer- 
that  is  to  say : 

1.  Whether,  &c.  (here  insert  interrogatory.) 

2.  Whether,  &c. 

3.  Whether,  &c.((l) 

(®)  And  that  it  may  he  referred  to  one  of  the  masters  of 
iliis  honorable  court,  to  take  an  account  of  what  is  due  your 
orator  for  principal  and  interest  on  his  said  m>ortgage  secu- 
rity from  the  said  defe'ndant,(e)  and  that  the  said  defendant 
may  be  decreed  to  pay  to  your  orator  what  shall  be  found  due 
on  such  account,  by  a  short  day,  to  be  appointed  by  this  hon- 
orable court  in  that  behalf,  together  with  your  orator's  costs; 
and  in  default,  that  the  said  C.  D.  and  all  persons  claiming 
under  him,  may  be  forever  barred  and  foreclosed  of  and  from 
all  right  of  redemption  pf,  in,  and  to  the  said  mortgaged 
premises,  or  any  part  thereof;  and  may  deliver  up  to  y&wr  • 
orator  all  deeds,  jmpers  or  writings,  in  his  custody  or  power, 
relating  to  or  concerning  the  said  mortgaged  premises.(^f) 
And  that  your  orator  may  have  all  such  farther  and  other  and, 
general  relief  in  the  premises  as  the  nature  of  his  case  may 
require,  or  to  equity  shall  seem  meet. 


(a)  (*)  The  charge  of  confederaoy,  and  (s)  the- charging  part,  are  omit- 
ted.   See^|g^43  find  46,  ante.    (5)  See  sec.  47,  48  and  49,  ante,    (c)  Wber^. 
there  are~%:or^  than  one  defendant^see  sec.  53,  ante,  for  form  of  this 
clause. 

(d)  See,  Jiowever,  XOIII.  Rule  of  Supreme  Court  U.  S.  This  clause, 
in  this  form,  does  not  seem  necessary,  hut  it  is  better  to  insert  it  whenever 
practicable. 

(e)  The  words  in  italics  are,  of  course,  unnecessary  when  the  amount 
may  be  ascertained  by  a  simple  calculation  by  the  Court,  or  at  the  bftr— 
though  jthey  will  not  prejudice  the  plaintiff  in  any  case. 

F(/)  The  words  in  italics  will  do  no  harm,  and  there  are  cases  in  which 
they  are  eminently  proper. 


^ 
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(•)  May  it  please  the  honorable  court  to  grant  a  writ  of 

subpoena,  directed  to  the  Marshal  of  t^e  District  of , 

and  commanding  the  said  C.  D.  to  appear  and  make  answer 
nnto  this  bill  of  complaint,  and  to  perform  and  abide  by  such 
orders  and  decrees  herein  as  to  the  Court  may  seem  required 
by  the  principles  of  equity  and  good  conscience. 

And  your  orator  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

J.  M.  P.,  p.  q. 

Memo.     The  defendant  C.  D.  is  required  to  answer  all  the 
interrogatories  numbered  consecutively,  1,  2,  3,  &c. 

£iU  of  foreclosure  in  Virginia  State  Courts, 

(*)  To  the  Honorable  J.  B.  C,  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court 
for  the  County  of :* 

(*)  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth  unto  your  honor,  your 
orator,  A.  B.,f  (^)  that  C.  D.  being  seised  to  him  and  his 
heirs  in  fee  simple,  or  otherwise  well  entitled  to,  &c.  (folloicinr/ 
next  preceding  form  down  to  (^) — then  proceed  :)  (J)  To  the 
end,  therefore,  that  justice  may  be  done  in  the  premises,  your 
orator  prays  that  the  said  C.  D,  may  be  made  a  defendant  to 
this  bill,  and  required  on  his  corporate  oath  and  according  to 
the  best  and  utmost  of  his  knowledge,  information  and  belief, 
to  make  full,  true,  direct  and  perfect  answer  to  the  statements 
of  this  bill,  as  fully  and  completely  as  if  the  same  were  here 
repeated  and  he  thereto  specially  interrogated ;  (^)  that  the 
,  said  de:fendant  may  be  decreed  to  pay  your  orator  the  said 
sum  of  money,  with  interest  thereon,J  by  a  short  day  to  be 
appointed  by  this  honorable  court,  and  that  in  default  of  such 
payment,  the  said  C.  D.  and  all  persons  claiming  under  him, 
may  be  forever  barred  and  foreclosed  of  and  from  all  right  of 
redemption  of,  in,  and  to  the  said  mortgaged  premises,  or  any 
part  thereof;  that  proper  process  may  be  directed  against  the 
said  defendant,!  and  that  your  orator  may  have  all  such  far- 

*  This  is  the  form  of  address  in  Circait  Courts.  See  sec.  29,  ante,  for 
fbrm  wham  suit  is  instituted  in  County  Court;  and  notice  that  the  County 
Courts  are  all  addressed  by  the  title  of  '' worshipful  justices''  or  *' wor- 
ships/' These  terms  should,  therefore,  be  used  wherever  the  words  "your 
honor"  are  found  in  this  form. 

•f  It  is  better,  always,  to  insert  the  residence  and  occupation  of  the 
plaintiff. 

4:  If  account  be  complicated,  it  would  be  proper  to  pray  specially  for  an 
account,  as  in  next  preceding  form,  using  the  word  "  commissioners,"  in- 
stead of  ''masters." 

§  The  reader  will  observe  that  the  prayer  for  process  is  much  abbre- 
viated in  this  form,  and  interpolated  in  the  prayer  for  relief.  See  sec* 
60,  ani0. 
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ther  and  other  and  general  relief  in  the  premises  as  the  na- 
ture of  his  case  may  require,  or  to  equity  shall  seem  meet 
And  your  orator  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

W.  G.,  p.  q. 

Bill  for  s^pecific  perfcyi'mance  of  agreement  hi/  vendor  againtt 

vendee, 

(*)  To,  &c.  (See  several  forms  of  address  in  general  formula.) 

(f)  Humbly   complaining,   sheweth   unto   the   Court  your 
orator,  R.  0.     (2)  That  your  orator  now  is,  and  for  some  time 

before  the  year was  seised  of,  or  entitled  to,  a  good  fee 

simple  estate  in  and  to  certain  land  lying  in  the  county  of 

]  and  your  orator  being  so  seised  or  entitled,  and 

being  desirous  to  sell  the  same,  did  contract  with  one  J.  F., 

some  time  in  the  year ,  for  the  sale  of  the  said  land  to 

him ;  at  which  time  the  said  J.  F.  did  agree  to  purchase  the 
said  land  of  your  orator,  at  the  price  of ,  and  an  agree- 
ment in  writing  was  entered  up  between  your  orator  and  the 
said  J.  F.,  and  was  duly  signed  by  your  orator  and  the  said 
■J.  F. — which  agreement  is  herewith  filed,  marked  A.  and 
prayed  to  be  taken  as  part  of  this  bill.  That  by  this  agree- 
ment, as  will  appear  on  reference  thereto,  the  said  J.  F.  coa- 
tracted  to  pay  your  orator  the  cash  instalment  of  the  said  pur- 
chase money,  (the  same  having  been  split  up  in  three  pay- 
ments :  one  cash,  the  second  in  six  months,  and  the  third  in 
twelve  months  from  the  time  of  sale,)  so  soon  as  a  proper 
deed  was  executed  by  your  orator,  conveying  the  said  land  to 
the  said  J.  F.,  if  your  orator  could  then  assure  him  of  a  good 
title  in  the  said  land  :  And  your  orator  further  sheweth,  that 

in  performance  of  the  said  agreement,  he  did,  on  the  --: 

day  of  ' ,  execute  a  good  and  sufficient  deed  of  convey- 
ance, conveying  the  said  land  to  the  said  J.  F.,  and  tendered 
the  same  to  him  the  said  J.  F.,  and  that  at  that  time,  as  now, 
your  orator  was  possessed  of  a  good  fee  simple  title  to  the 
land  thereby  intended  to  be  conveyed :  That  the  said  J.  F. 
refused  then  to  comply  with  the  said  contract  on  his  part,  by 
refusing  to  pay  your  orator  the  cash  instalment  as  aforejaid, 
and  executing  negotiable  notes  for  the  remainder,  payable  at 
the  times  specified  in  said  agreement ;  and  that  the  said  J.  F. 
still  refuses  to  comply  with  the  said  contract,  though  he  has 
been  several  times  applied  to  by  your  orator  and  his  agent  to 
comply  with  the  same.  All  which  actings  and  doings  are  con- 
trary to  equity  and  good  eonscience.     (*)  In  tender  considenu 
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tion  whereof,  and  forasmuch  as  your  orator  is  remediless  in 
the  premises,  save  by  the  aid  of  a  court  of  equity,  where  mat- 
ters of  this  kind  are  alone  and  properly  cognizable,  your  ora- 
tor prays  C)  that  the  said  J.  F.  may  be  made  a  party  defend- 
ant to  this  bill,  and  required  to  answer  the  same  on  oath,  as 
fully  and  particularly  as  if  the  allegations  herein  were  here 
again  repeated,  and  he  thereto  specially  interrogated,  (®)  that 
the  said  agreement,  entered  into  between  your  orator  and  the 
said  J.  F.  may  be  specifically  performed  and  carried  into  execu- 
tion by  the  said  J.  F.-^your  orator  hereby  offering  to  perform 
the  same  on  his  part;  and  that  the  said  J.  F.  may  be  compelled 
to  pay  your  orator  the  amount  of  purchase  money  of  said  land, 
with  interest  on  the  several  instalments  thereon  from  the 
several  perii[>ds  when  the  said  purchase  money  would  have 
been  payable,  had  the  said  J.  F.  not  failed  to  comply  with  his 
contract,  your  orator  offering  herein  to  convey  by  a  good  and 
sufficient  deed  of  conveyance  the  said  land  to  the  said  J.  F. ; 
[that  proper  process  may  issue,]  and  that  your  orator  may  have 
such  other  further  and  general  relief  as  the  nature  of  his  case 
may  require,  or  to  equity  shall  seem  meet.  And  your  orator 
will  ever  pray,  &c. 

J.  A.  M.,  p.  q. 

[I9^ote. — Foregoing  form,  drawn  for  Virginia  State  Circuit  Courts,  may 
be  readily  adapted  to  a  bill  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  or  in 
other  Courts  of  Virginia.] 

BiU  hy  Bimple  contract  crcdiforSj  against  admmistratorSf 
and  in  case  personal  estate  insvj/lcientf  to  have  assets 
niarslialUd, 

(*)  Toy  &c.  (as  ia  general  formula.) 

(f)  Humbly  complaining,  shew  unto  the  court,  your  orators, 
A.  B.  of,  &c.,  and  C.  D.  of,  &c.,  on  behalf  of  themselves,  and 
all  others  the  simple  contract  creditors  of  E.  F.,  late  of,  &c., 
deceased,  who  shall  come  in  and  contribute 'to  the  expense  of 
this  suit,  (»)  that  the  said  E.  F.  departed  this  life  on  or  about, 
&c.,  and  was  in  his  life-time,  and,  at  the  time  of  his  death, 
jtistly  and  truly  indebted  unto  plaintiff  A.  B.  in  the  principal 
Bum  of  $— — -J  with  an  arrear  of  interest  thereon,  upon  and 
by  virtue  of  his  the  said  E.  F.'s  promissory  note  of  hand  in 
writing,  bearing  date,  &o.,  for  the  securing  the  payment  of 

the  said  sum  of  % ,  to  said  plaintiff,  with  interest  for  the 

same,  at  and  after  the  rate  of  G  per  cent,  per  annum,  as  by 
aaid  promissory  uoto,  &c.  will  appear. 
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That  tHe  said  E.  F.  in  his  life-time,  and  at  the  time  of  his 
death,  was  also  justly  and  truly  indebted  unto  plaintiff  C.  D. 
in  the  sum  of  $ and  upwards,  for  goods  sold  and  de- 
livered, and  moneys  paid,  laid  out  and  expended,  to  and  for 
his  the  said  E.  F/s  use. 

That  the  said  E.  F.  was  in  his  life-time,  and  at  the  time  of 
his  death,  possessed  of  a  very  considerable  personal  estate 
more  than  to  have  satisfied,  and  paid  all  his  just  debts  and 
funeral  expenses;  and  also  was  entitled  and  seised  of  consid- 
erable real  estate  and  particularly  of  divers  lands  in  the 
county  of . 

That  the  said  E.  F.  being  so  seised  and  possessed,  departed 
this  life  at  or  about,  &c.,  intestate,  and  without  issue,  leaving 
a  widow  S.  F.,  and  a  brother  R.  F.,  who  are  entitled  to  such 
of  hi^  estate  as  may  remain  after  the  payment  of  all  debts, 
expenses  of  administration,  &c.;  that  due  administration  of 

the  estate  of  the  said  E.  F.  was  duly  granted  by  the 

court  of to  the  said  S.  F. 

That  under  and  by  virtue  of  her  administration,  she  the 
said  S.  F.  hath  become  possessed  of  the  whole  or  the  greater 
part  of  the  said  intestate's  personal  estate  and  effect^;,  and  that 
his  real  estate  has  ever  since  been  in  possession  of  the  said 
S.  F.  and  E.  F.,  and  the  rents  and  profits  thereof  have  been 
received  by  them  for  their  own  use. 

That dollars  have  been  paid  unto  your  orator,  A.  B., 

in  part  discharge  of  his  said  debt,  but  that  the  remainder 
thereof  together  with  arrears  of  interest  on  the  whole  is  yet 
justly  due  and  owing  unto  him;  and  that  the  whole  of  jour 
orator's,  C.  D.'s  debt  is  yet  due. 

That  the  said  S.  F.  having  possessed  the  said  E.  F/s  per- 
sonal estate  and  effects  as  aforesaid,  has  been  applied  to  by 
your  orators  to  pay  and  satisfy  them,  their  said  demand  by  and 
out  of  such  personal  estate  and  effects  as  had  come  to  her 
hands,  and  that  she  the  said  S.  F.  and  the  said  R.  F.  weru 
also  applied  unto  by  your  orators,  and  your  orators  requested 
them  if  the  said  intestate's  personal  estate  and  effects  ^rere 
not  sufficient  by  reasou  of  application  thereof,  or  any  part 
thereof  to  the  payment  of  any  specialty  creditors  of  the  said 
intestate  to  satisfy  other  creditors  not  of  that  class,  that  they 
the  said  S.  F.  and  li.  F.  would  consent  that  the  deficiency 
thereof  might  be  raised  by  sale  of  a  competent  part  of  the 
said  intestate's  real  estate,  or  that  the  said  intestate's  real  and 
personal  assets  might  be  marshalled,  and  his  personal  estate 
and  effects  applied  in  payment  of  his  simple  contract  debts 


I'ORMS   OJ*   BILLS   IN   SPECIAL   CASES.  325 

aad  his  speciality  debts  paid  out  of  his  real  estate.  [*  And 
plaintiff  well  hoped,  &c.  (*)  But  now,  &c.]  All  which  act- 
ings and  doings  on  the  part  of  the  said  S.  F.  and  R»  F.  are 
contrary  to  equity  and  good  conscience,  and  tend  to  the  mani-^ 
fest  wrong  and  injury  of  your  orators  in  the  premises.  (^)  In 
tender  consideration  whereof,  and  forasmuch  as  your  orators 
are  remediless  in  the  premises,  save  by  the  aid  of  a  court  of 
equity,  where  matters  of  this  nature  are  properly  cognizable 
and  relievable.  -  (^)  To  the  end  therefore  that  justice  may  be 
done  in  the  premises,  your  orator  prays  that  the  said  S.  F. 
in  her  own  right,  and  as  administratrix  of  the  estate  of  the 
said  E.  F.  dec'd,  and  that  the  said  E.  F.  may  be  made  parties 
defendants  to  this  bill,  and  required  on  their  sevQjal  and  re- 
spective corporate  oaths  to  answer  the  same  (as  *in  general 
formula.) 

(®)  That  an  account  may  be  taken,  by  and  under  the  decree 
of  this  honoi-able  court,  of  the  said  debt  so  due  to  your  orators 
as  aforesaid,  and  of  all  other  debts  which  were  owing  by  the 
said  testator  at  the  time  of  his  death,  and  which  still  remain 
unpaid.  And  that  an  account  may  also  be  taken  of  the  said 
testator's  personal  estate  and  effects  received  by  or  for  the  use 
of  the  said  S.  F.  as  such  administratrix  as  aforesaid;  and  that 
the  personal  estate  and  effects  of  the  said  E.  F.  may  be  ap- 
plied in  payment  of  his  said  debts  in  a  due  course  of  adminis- 
tration :  And  that  so  much  thereof  as  shall  remain,  after  pay- 
ment of  the  said  !fil.  F.'s  debts  by  specialty,  may  be  applied  in 
or  towards  the  payment  of  the  said  debt  so  due  to  your  orators 
as  aforesaid,  and  the  debts  of  all  other  unsatisfied  creditors 
of  the  said  E.  F.,  by  simple  contract,  who  shall  come  in  and 
contribute  to  the  expense  of  this  suit,  in  proportion  to  their 
respective  demands;  and  in  case  it  shall  appear,  that  the 
whole,  or  any  part  of  the  said  E.  F.'s  personal  estate  has 
been  exhausted,  or  applied  in  or  towards  the  payment  of  his 
specialty  debts,  and  that  the  residue  thereof  is  not  sufl&cient 
to  answer  the  debts  of  your  orators,  and  the  said  E.  F.'s 
other  debts  on  simple  contract ;  then  that  it  may  be  declared 
that  your  orators  and  the  other  creditors  by  simple  contract  of 
the  said  testator,  ought  to  stand  in  the  place  of  the  said 
testator's  creditors  by  specialty,  who  have  had,  or  shall  have 


*  See  General  formula  preceding.  It  will  be  obserred  that  in  above 
form  a  part  of  the  charging  part  is  preserved.  Pretences  and  charges 
may  here  be  inserted,  forms  of  which  may  be  found  in  note  to  general 
formula,  page  313. 

28 
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a"  satisfaction  for  their  debts  out  of  the  said  personal  estate, 
and  may  have'  satisfaction  out  of  the '  said  real  estate  for  so 
much  of  their  respective  debts  as  his  personal  estate  shall !» 
deficient  to  answer,  by  reason  of  the  same  having  been  ex- 
hausted or  applied  in  or  towards  the  payment  of  his  debts  by 
specialty;  and  that  the  same  may  be  decreed  accordingly; 
and  that  the  said  real  estates  may  be  sold  or  mortgaged  for 
that  purpose ;  and  that  all  proper  parties  may  be  decreed  to 
join  in  such  sale  or  mortgage,  and  that  the  money  to  arise 
from  such  sale  or  mortgage  may  be  paid  to  your  orators,  and 
the  said  other  creditors  by  t-imple  contract  aecordiDgly. 
And  that  your  orators  and  the  said  other  unsatisfied  creditors 
by  simple  -.contract  of  the  said  E.  F.  may  have  such  further 
and  other  relief  in  the  premises  as  to  the  qourt  may  seem 
meet,  and  the  circumstances  of  this  case  require.  (')  May  it 
please  the  court  (as  in  general  formula  to  the  end.) 

Gr.  M.,  p.  q.* 

Bill  hy  a  landlord  against  lessee  for  years,  who  had  ploughed 
up  lands  contrary  to  the  terms  of  his  lease^  and  had 
suffered  the  farm  to  continue  out  of  repair,  with  prayers  for 
special  relief  and  for  injunction. 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 

(f)  Humbly   complaining,  sheweth   unto  the   court,  yoxir 

orator,  A.  B., ,  of ;  (')  that  your  orator  being 

seised  in  fee  simple  of  or  otherwise  well  entitled  unto  certain 
land  and  premises  lying  and  being,  &c.,  (here  describe  the 
land  and  premises,)  by  an  agreement  in  writing,  bearing  date 

on  the day  of ,  and  made  between  your  orator  of 

the  one  part,  and  C.  D.  of  the  other  part,  did  demise,  lease 
and  to  farm  let  the  said  land  and  premises  unto  the  said 

C.  D.,  from  the day  of ,  for  the  term  of 

years,  thence  next  ensuing,  at  the  yearly  rent  of  $ paya- 
ble quarterly,  as  in  said  agreement  of  writing  mentioned,  and 
under  and  subject  to  the  covenants,  stipulations  and  agree- 
ments therein  contained,  on  thq  part  of  the  said  CD.,  his  ex- 
ecutors, administrators  and  assigns,  to  be  observed  and  per- 


*Thi8  form  is  now  of  little  utility  in  Virginia.  In  those  States  of 
the  Union  wbich  have  not  bj  express  statutes  placed  specialty  and  simple 
contract  creditors  on  the  same  footing,  this  bill  will  be  of  serrice. 

If  snit  be  instituted  in  United  Statts  Courtf,  refer  to  genenl  fomnla 
and  ada^t  this  form  to  these  courts. 
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formed }  in  which  said  agreement,  there  is  a  covenant  on  the 
part  of  tho  said  CD.,  that  he  the  said  CD.,  his  executors, 
administrators  and  assigns,  should  and  would,  &c.,  [stating 
briefly  the  covenant  to  keep  premises  in  repair,  and  to  cul- 
tivate land  properly,  &c.,]  as  by  the  said  agreement  /will  ap- 
pear, which  agreement  in  writing  is  herewith  filed,  marked  A., 
and  prayed  to  be  taken  as  a  part  of  this  bill.  And  your 
orator  further  sheweth,  that  the  said  C  D.  took  possession  of 
all  the  said  demised  premises,  and  that  the  same  were  then  in 
good  repair  and  condition,  but  have  since  become  very  ruinous 
and  bad,  and  the  said  lands  become  very  much  deteriorated 
from  the  wilful  mismanagement  and  improper  cultivation 
thereof  by  or  on  the  part  of  the  said  C  D.,  and  that  he  has 

ploughed  up  certain  fields  called containing acres, 

contrary  to  the  terms  of  his  said  lease  or  agreement  in  writing, 
and  has  otherwise  committed  great  spoil,  waste  and  destruc- 
tion. And  your  orator  further  sheweth,  that  he  hath  fre- 
quently by  himself  and  his  agents  applied  to  the  said  CD., 
and  requested  him  to  put  the  said  land  and  premises,  and  all 
the  buildings,  fences,  gates  and  stiles  thereon  into  good  repair, 
and  to  keep  the  same  in  good  and  sufficient  repair  during  the 
remainder  of  the  said  term,  and  to  make  satisfaction  to  your 
orator  for  all  the  damage  done  to  the  said  estate  by  his  mis- 
management or  neglect  in  the  management  thereof,  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  of  the  said  agreement  in  writing,  and  course 
of  husbandry  practised  in  the  neighbouring  country;  and  your 
orator  hath  also,  in  like  manner,  requested  him  not  to  plough 
up  any  other  of  the  said  lands  demised  to  him  as  aforesaid, 
which  he  is  not  at  liberty  to  plough  according  to  the  terms  of 
the  said  lease.     [*And  your  orator  well  hoped,  &c,     (*)  But 


*  See  geoeral  formula  preceding.  Pretences  and  charges  may  here  be 
inserted  as  follows :  ''The  said  0.  D.  absolutely  refuses  so  to  do ;  and  he 
St  times  pretends  that  the  said  messuage  or  tenement  and  all  the  out- 
bouses  and  out-buildings  thereunto  belonging  and  all  the  bniUiD  ih 
fenoes,  gates  and  stiles  on  the  said  lands  have  been  conetantl>  duii^jg  his 
possession  thereof  and  now  are  in  good  repair  and  condition,  and  that  he 
hath  never  ploughed  up  any  part  of  the  said  demised  lands  which  he  was 
•  not  at  liberty  to  plough  by  the  terms  of  the  said  lease,  and  the  course  of 
husbandry  used  and  approved  in  the  neighborhood  thereof,  and  that  he 
hath  never  in  any  manner  neglected  the  manuring  or  taking  care  of  any 
part  thereof,  but  that  ho  hath  constantly  used  and  emplojed  cultivated 
and  manured  all  such  lands  in  a  proper  regular  and  careful  manner  ac- 
cording to  the  terms  of  the  said  lease  and  a  good  course  of  husbandry 
nsed  and  practised  in  the  neighbouring  country,  and  that  all  the  said  do- 
mised  premises  are  in  as  good  plight  and  condition  in  all  respects  as  the 
SMoae  were  when  he  entered  thereon.    Whereas  your  orator  charges  the 
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now,  &c.]  All  which  actings  and  doings  on  the  part  of  the 
said  C.  D.  are  contrary  to  equity  and  good  conscience  and 
tend  to  the  manifest  wrong  and  injury  of  your  orator  in  the 
premises.  (^)  In  tender  consideration  whereof  and  forasmuch 
as  your  orator  is  remediless  in  the  premises,  save  by  the  aid  of  a 
court  of  equity,  where  matters  of  this  nature  are  properly  cog- 
nizable and  relievable.  (J)  To  the  end  therefore  that  justice  be 
done,  your  orator  prays  that  the  said  C.  D.  be  made  a  defend- 
ant hereto,  that  the  said  C.  D.  [and  his  confederates  when 
discovered]  may  upon  his  [their  several  and  respective]  cor- 
poral oath  to  the  best  and  utmost  of  his  [their  several  and  re- 
spective] knowledge,  remembrancey  information  and  belief, 
full,  true,  direct  and  perfect  answer  make  to  all  and  singular 
the  matters  aforesaid,  and  that  as  fully  and  particularly,  as  if 
the  same  were  here  repeated,  and  he  [or  they  and  every  of 
them,]  distinctly  interrogated  thereto.f  (^)  And  yonr  orator 
ftirther  prays  that  the  said  defendant  may  be  compelled  by 
the  decree  of  this  court  to  put  the  said  land  and  premises  into 
good  and  sufficient  repair,  and  to  make  stitisfaction  to  your 
orator  for  all  waste  done,  committed,  permitted  or  suffered  by 
him  on  the  said  land  and  premises,  and  all  damage  done  by 
him,  or  occasioned  thereto  by  his  mismanagement  or  neglect ; 
and  that  the  said  defendant  may  be  decreed  to  keep  the  said 
farm,  lands  and  premises  in  good  and  sufficient  repair  and  con- 
dition during  the  continuance  of  his  interest  therein,  and  to 
manage  and  cultivate  the  said  land  in  a  proper  and  husband- 
like manner  according  to  the  terms  of  the  said  lease  and  the 


eentrary  of  all  saoh  pretences  to  be  tbe  truth.  And  jonr  orator  farther 
charges,  that  the  said  farm  and  premises  are  now,  from  the  neglect  and 
gross  mismanagement  of  the  said  defendant,  worth  to  be  sold  the  snm 

of  $ Ices  than  tbe  same  were  worth  to  be  sold  when  the  said  C.  D. 

first  took  possession  thereof,  and  that  it  would  cost  the  snm  of  t and 

upwards  to  put  the  same  into  as  good  plight  and  condition  as  the  same 
were  in  at  the  time  of  the  date  of  the  said  indenture  of  lease.  And  year 
orator  farther  charges  that  the  said  G.  D.  ought  to  put  the  said  demised 
messuage,  Ac,  and  premises  into  good  repair  and  condition,  and  to  make 
a  reasonable  compensation  to  your  orator  for  the  waste  and  damage  done 
or  arisen  thereto.  And  your  orator  charges  that  the  said  defendant 
threatens  and  intends  to  plough  up  the  other  or  remaining  pasture  fields 
called part  of  the  said  demised  premises,  and  that  he  ought  to  be  re- 
strained therefrom,  and  from  committing  any  further  or  other  waste,  spoil 
or  destruction  in,  upon  or  to  the  said  farm  lands  and  premises  or  any  part 
thereof." 

[f  If  particular  interrogatories,  add  "  And  more  especially,  in  manner 
aforesaid,  to  answer  and  set  forth,  whether,  Ao  ,  Ao,,**  propounding  inter, 
rogatories.] 
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custom  of  the  country;  and  that  the  said  defendant^  his 
agents  and  all  others  may  be  injoined  and  restrained  by  the , 

injunction   of  this  court  from  ploughing  up  the   said 

acres  forming  part  of  the  said  demised  premises,  and  from 
committing  or  permitting  any  further  or  other  waste  or  spoil 
on  or  to  the  said  demised  premises  or  any  part  thereof,  and 
that  all  proper  directions  may  be  given  for  effectuating  the 
purposes  aforesaid;  that  a  writ  of  injunction  may  be  issued, 
and  that  such  other,  further  and  general  relief  may  be  afforded 
your  orator  as  the  nature  of  his  case  may  require,  or  to  equity 
shall  seem  meet.  (»)  May  it  please  the  court  to  grant,  &c.,  (as 
in  general  formula.)     And  your  orator  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

a.  M. 

[Add  affidavit  to  this  bill.     See  form  on  p.  317,  ante.'] 
Form  of  hill  hy  next  of  hin  for  accoiint. 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 

(*)  Humbly  complaining  shew  unto  the  court,  your  orator 

and  oratrices,  S.  M. of ,  CM.  — - —  of , 

and  A.  L. ,  of ,  (»)  that  A.  M.,  late  of 

was  in  his  life-time  and  at  the  time  of  his  death  possessed  of 
and  well  entitled  to  a  considerable  personal  estate  consisting 
of,  &c.,  (here  describe  it.)     And  your  orator  and  oratrices 

further  shew  that  the  said  A.  M.  sometime  about  the of 

the  year ,  departed  this  life  intestate  and  without  issue, 

leaving  F.  M.  his  wife,  one  of  the  defendants  herein  after 
named,  and  your  orator  his  brother,  and  your  oratrices  his 
sisters,  and  only  next  of  kin  him  surviving.  And  your  orator 
and  oratrices  further  shew,  that  since  the  death  of  the  said  in- 
testate, the  said  F.  M.  his  wife  obtained  from  the 

court  of letters  of  administration  of  the  goods,  chat- 
tels and  estate  of  the  said  intestate,  and  hath  by  virtue  thereof 
possessed  herself  of  the  personal  estate  and  effects  of  the  said 
intestate  to  a  large  amount  and  value,  and  much  more  than 
sufficient  to  pay  and  satisfy  his  just  debts  and  funeral  ex- 
penses.    And  your  orator  and  oratrices  further  shew,  that* 


*Tli»  following  may  be  inserted  here :  "Though years  have  expired 

since  the  death  of  the  said  A.  M.,  and  though  by  the  laws  of  this  State,  it 
w&s'tbe  duty  of  the  said  F.  M.  as  administratrix  of  the  estate  of  the  said 
A.  M.  deo'd,  to  settle  her  administration  account  before  proper  oommis- 
lioners,  yet  sh«  has  failed  to  do  so,  and  that  your  orator  and  oratrices  be- 
ing, ke.,  (following  text.) 
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being  entitled  as  the  brother  and  sisters  of  the  said  intestate 
to  a  distributive  share  of  his  personal  estate,  your  orators  and 
oratrices  have  frequently  applied  in  person  or  by  their  agents 
to  the  said  F.  M.,  and  requested  her  to  come  to  a  fall  and 
true  account  with  your  orator  and  oratrices  for  the  personal 
estate  and  effects  of  the  said  intestate,  and  to  pay  them  re> 
spectively,  their  share  of  the  residue  of  such  personal  estate 
remaining  after  paying  all  the  just  debts  and  funeral  expenses 
of  the  said  A.  M.,  deceased,  with  which  reasonable  and  just 
requests  your  orator  and  oratrices  hoped  the  said  F.  M.  would 
have  complied.  (*)  But  now  so  it  is  that  the  said  F.  M.  re- 
fuses to  comply  with  such  requests  [*  and  pretends,  &c.]  All 
which  actings  and  doings  are  contrary  to  equity  and  good  con- 
science and  tend  to  the  manifest  wrong  and  injury  of  your  or- 
ators and  oratrices.  (^)  In  tender  considtration  whereof  and 
forasmuch  as  your  orator  and  oratrices  can  only  have  adequate 
relief  in  the  premises  in  a  court  of  equity,  where  matters  of 
this  nature  are  properly  cognizable  and  relievable.  (J)  To  the 
end  therefore  that  justice  may  be  done  in  the  premises,  your 
orator  and  oratrices  pray  that  the  said  F.  M.  in  her  own  right 
and  as  administratrix  of  the  estate  of  the  said  A.  M.  de- 
ceased, may  be  made  a  party  defendant  to  this  bill,  and 
may  upon  her  corporal  oath  to  the  best  and  utmost  of  her 
knowledge,  remembrance,  information  and  belief,  full,,  true, 
direct  and  perfect  answer  make  to  all  and  singular  the 
matters  aforesaid,  and  that  as  fully  and  particularly  as  if  the 
same  were  here  repeated,  and  she  distinctly  interrogated 
thereto  ;f  (^)  that  an  account  may  be  taken  by  and  under  the 
direction  of  this  court  of  the  personal  estate  and  effects  of  the 
said  intestate  A.  M.  possessed  by  or  come  to  the  hands  of  the 
said  defendant  F.  M.  his  widow  and  administratrix,  or  to  the 


*This  maj  be  omitted,  but  if  it  be  thought  better  to  insert  pretences 
and  charges,  then  the  following  may  be  inserted :  ''  Pretends  that  the  per- 
sonal estiate  and  effects  of  the  said  A.  M.  were  small  and  inconsiderable 
and  net  more  than  sufficient  to  pay  and  satisfy  his  debts  and  funeral  ex- 
penses and  that  she  hath  applied  all  such  personal  estate  and  effects  in  a 
due  course  of  administration.  Whereas  your  orator  and  oratrices  chsrge 
the  contrary  thereof  to  be  the  truth,  and  so  it  would  appear  if  the  said 
defendant  would  set  forth  as  she  ought  to  do,  a  full  and  true  account  of 
all  and  every  the  personal  estate  and  effects  of  the  said  intestate  whieh 
have  been  possessed  or  received  by  the  said  defendant  or  by  her  order  or 
to  her  use,  and  of  her  application  thereof." 

f  If  special  interrogatories,  add :  ''  And  more  especially  in  manner 
aforesaid,  to  aoswer  and  set  forth,  whether,  Ae.,  Ac,"  (propoanding  inter- 
Togfttories.) 
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hands  of  any  other  person  or  persons  by  her  order  or  for  her 
use ',  and  also  an  account  of  the  said  intestate's  debts  and 
funeral  expenses,  and  that  the  said  intestate's  personal  estate 
may  be  applied  in  due  course  of  administration  ;  and  that  the 
clear  residue  thereof  may  be  ascertained ;  and  that  your  or- 
ators and  oratrices  respectively  may  be  paid  their  respective 
i^iares  of  such  clear  residue,  and  that  such  other,  further  and 
general  relief  be  afforded  your  orator  and  oratrices  as  the  na- 
ture of  their  case  may  require  or  to  equity  shall  seem  meet. 
(•)  May  it  please,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula  )  And  your 
orator  and  oratrices  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

G.  M.,  p,  q. 

BUI  of  injunction  to  injoin  the  creation  of  a  nuisance,^ 

To  the  Honorable  Creed  Taylor,  Chancellor  of  the  Kich- 
mond  and  Lynchburg  Districts  : 

Your  orator,  Thomas  Miller,  of  Powhatan  county,  humbly 
complaineth  to  your  Honor  that  some  time  in  the  year  1813, 
as  your  orator  believes,  Gr.  L.  Mosby,  deceased,  and  B.  True- 
heart  erected  a  water  grist  mill  on  a  small  branch  of  Deep 
Creek,  in  the  neighborhood  of  your  orator's  dwelling — the 
mill-pond  (which  covered  from  10  to  12  acres  of  lan4,  as  was 
supposed,)  being  distant  from  your  orator's  residence  only 
1925  yards,  and  in  a  direction  south  of  west  37  J  degrees,  as 
appears  by  a  map  herewith  presented,  marked  A.  Your  ora- 
tor and  his  family  had  always  enjoyed  usual  health,  being  by 
no  means  particularly  liable  to  bilious  fever,  or  ague  and 
fever,  during  the  many  years  they  resided  where  they  now  do, 
previously  to  the  erection  of  the  mill  aforesaid  ]  but  in  the 
year  1815,  your  orator  and  his  family  became  extremely 
afficted  by  the  above  diseases,  and  continued  to  be  more  or 
less  so  every  summer  and  fall,  as  long  as  the  aforesaid  pond 
remained.  Such  were  the  afflictions  of  himself  and  family, 
arising  mainly,  if  not  wholly,  as  your  orator  believes,  from 
the  deleterious  effects  of  the  before  named  mill-pond,  that 
having  taken  the  best  legal  advice  on  the  subject,  he  deter- 


*  This  bill  is  a  copy  of  the  bill  exhibited  in  the  former  Court  of  Chan- 
oerj,  at  Richmond,  Virginia,  in  the  suit  of  Miller  v.  Trueheart,  a  report 
of  which,  on  an  appeal  from  the  decree  of  the  Chancellor,  may  be  found 
in  4  Leigh,  569.  Thongh  not  drawn  in  accordance  with  the  formula  laid 
down  in  the  books,  this  bill  is  here  inserted  as  a  specimen  of  legal  draft- 
ing in  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  and  as  containing  all  the  essentials  in  a 
biUin  these  Courts,  for  the  purpose  of  injoining  the  creation  of  a  nuisance. 
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mined  to  commence  a  suit  for  damages  against  the  owners  of 
the  mill  on  account  of  the  nuisance,  thinking  thereby  to  get 
rid  of  it  altogether.     Accordingly,  in  April,  1823,  a  suit  wm 
instituted  against  B.  Trueheart,  half  owner  of  the  mill,  and 
Benjamin  Mosby  and  Merit  Booker,  testamentary^  guardians 
of  Benjamin  Mosby,  Jr.,  De  Witt  Mosby,  and  John  Wade 
Mosby,  infant  children  of  Gr.  L.  Mosby,  deceased,  and  to  whom 
he  had  bequeathed  his  half  of  the  aforesaid  mill.     On  the 
11th  of  April,  1824,  pending  the  suit  aforesaid,  the  inill-dam 
was  carried  off  by  a  violent  rain,  •  and  the   pond   drained. 
Much  of  the  weed,  &c.  from  the  pond  was  swept  down  the 
stream  into  your  orator's  low-grounds,  south  of  his  house, 
and  yet,  nevertheless,  during  the  summer  of  1824,  or  fall, 
there  was  not  a  single  case  of  bilious  fever,  or  ague  and  fever, 
as  your  orator  verily  believes,  on  his  plantation,  although  the 
number  of  people  thereon  was  upwards  of  fifty.     All  these 
facts  were  fully  proved  upon  the  trial  of  the  cause,  (the  result 
of  which  will  appear  by  reference  to  the  paper  marked  B. 
herewith,)  by  indisputable  testimony,  a  part  of  which  may  be 
seen  by  examining  the  affidavits  accompanying  this  bill,  and 
which  your  orator  prays  may  be  taken  as  part, thereof,  marked 
from  D.  to  N.  inclusive.     Dr.  A.  Crump,  who  was  examined 
in  chief,  stated  that  he  was  your  orator's  family  physician, 
and  had  been  from  July,  1819 ;  that  he  had  never  known  so 
much  disease,  of  the  bilious,  intermittent  and  remittent  char- 
acter, in  any  family  of  the  number,  as  had  prevailed  in  your 
orator's  during  that  period ;  that  he  had  particularly  exam- 
ined the  miil-pond,  along  with  Dr.  Bo.  Henderson,  (whose 
affidavit  is  filed  herewith,)  and  your  orator's  meadow  and  low- 
grounds,  (which  it  was  attempted  to  make  the  scape-goat  on 
the  trial,)  and  that  he  believes  the  extraordinary  sickness  of 
the   above-described  kind  in  your  orator's  family,  was  pro- 
duced by  the  mill-pond  of  Trueheart  &  Co  ;  that  in  1824, 
from  the  spring  till  that  time,  (12th  of  October,  or  there- 
abouts,) there  had  been  no  disease  of  the  sort  on  your  orator's 
plantation,  within  his  knowledge :  and  that  not  many  days 
before  the  giving  of  his  evidence,  he  had  examined  all  your 
orator's  family,  (black  and  white,)  and  saw  no  symptoms  of 
any  such  disease.     It  appears  from  the  paper  marked  B.,  he- 
fore  alluded  to,  that  the  jury,  (after  a  full  investigation  of  6 
or  7  days,  and  after  two  repeated  declarations  on  the  part  of 
your  orator,  through  his  counsel,  that  money  was  not  his 
object — that  he  only  wished  to  be  indemnified  for  his  actual 
expenditures,  and  to  get  rid  of  tl\e  destructive  and  afflicting 
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nuisance,)  gave  a  verdict  in  four  hundred  dollars  damages, 
and  costs.  After  this  decisive  expression  of  opinion,  your 
orator  did  hope  that,  inasmuch  as  the  mill-dam  was  down,  the 
race,  fore  bay,  &c.  much  out  of  repair,  no  damages  exacted 
from  the  orphans,  ("not  even  legal  costs,)  and  the  mill  when  in 
repair  of  no  great  importance,  he  would  never  again  be  sub- 
jected to  the  like  afflictions,  or  any  approaching  thereto.  In 
this  fond  hope  your  orator  is  about  to  be  disappointed,  except 
he  can  prevent  the  mischief  by  the  just  and  benevolent  inter- 
position of  a  Court  of  Chancery.  Your  orator  has  been  in- 
formed, and  does  verily  believe,  that  the  aforesaid  B.  True- 
heart,  (whether  with  or  without  the  consent  of  Benjamin 
Mosby  and  Merit  Booker,  guardians  as  aforesaid,  he  does  not 
know,)  (but  he  prays  that  all  may  be  made  defendants  to  this 
bill,)  intends  in  a  few  days  to  put  up  the  aforesaid  mill-dam, 
again  create  the  nuisance  so  destructive  to  your  orator  and  the 
neighborhood,  though  it  may  be  less  deleterious  than  for- 
merly, as  most  of  the  dead  timber  has  been  cleared  off  the 
land.  The  said  B.  Trueheart  is  a  very  wealthy  man,  and  is 
able  to  collect  force  enough  to  erect  the  dam  in  a  very  short 
time;  and  therefore  your  orator  has  been  advised  to  make 
this  application  in  time  to  prevent  him,  and  as  it  is  much 
easier  to  prevent  erection  than  to  pull  down  afterwards. 

Your  orator  further  states,  that  agreeably  to  our  laws, 
(vide  K.  Code,  2  vol.,  page  227,  sec.  6,)  when  a  mill-dam  or 
mill  is  destroyed  or  rendered  unfit  for  public  use  at  any  time, 
unless  the  owner  or  occupier  thereof  begin  to  rebuild  or  repair 
the  same  within  one  year,  &c.,  he  ohall  forfeit  his  right  to 
rebuild,  without  a  new  writ  of  ad  quod  damnum,  &o.  Now, 
your  orator  does  not  believe  that  the  defendant  did  bona  fide 
begin  to  rebuild  or  repair  his  mill  or  dam  within  one  year 
after  it  was  unfit  for  use.  It  has  been  before  remarked, 
that  the  mill-dam  was  carried  away  on  the  11th  of  April, 
1824,  and  from  that  period  the  mill  has  been  unfit  for  use. 
A  few  days  before  the  expiration  of  the  year,  viz.  on  the  8th 
of  April,  as  your  orator  has  been  informed,  of  this  present 
year,  1825,  defendant  B.  Trueheart,  without,  (also,)  as  your 
orator  believes,  the  consent,  privity  or  concurrence  of  one  of 
the  guardians  of  the  joint  owners,  caused  a  small  portion  of 
dirt  to  be  removed  from  a  part  of  the  old  dam  into  the  breach, 
the  amount  of  which  will  appear  by  the  affidavits  of  Wm. 
McLaurine  and  Wm.  P.  Tatum,  who  saw  it  a  few  days  after, 
and  which  are  herewith  transmitted  and  marked  X.  and  Y. 
and  prayed  to  be  made  a  part  of  this  bill.    This  the  defendant 
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Trueheart*  construes  into  a  beginning,  being  all  that  has  been 
made,  as  your  orator  verily  believes ;  and,  indeed,  if  any  other 
and  a  real  hona  fide  beginning  had  been  made  by  getting 
timber,  rock,  &c.,  where  would  have  been  the  necessity  d 
such  a  shift  or  evasion  as  this  ?  If  the  law  means  any  thing, 
it  cannot  be  eluded  by  such  a  pretext.  In  consideration  of 
the  premises,  your  orator  being  remediless,  except  in  a  Court 
of  Chancery,  prays  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  defendants 
from  rebuilding  their  dam :  First,  upon  the  ground  that  a 
Court  of  Equity  ought  to  interpose*  in  the  case  of  a  nuisance, 
where  the  law  would  not  afford  an  immediate  nor  an  adequate 
remedy  until  irreparable  injury  might  be  done;  see  HalFs 
Digest,  Index,  page  352,  sec.  9 ;  which  your  orator  believes  to 
be  the  case  in  the  present  instance ;  for  what  can  compensate 
him  and  his  family  for  injuries  like  those  he  has  sustained, 
and  who  knows  but  they  may  be  immediate  and  irreparable, 
before  he  can  get  through  another  suit  at  law  ?  2dly.  Upon 
the  ground  that  the  defendant  did  not,  in  a  hona  fide  manner, 
with  the  consent  and  knowledge  of  the  joint  tenants,  begin 
to  rebuild  or  repair  their  dam  within  one  year  from  the  time 
that  the  mill  became  unfit  for  use.  Your  orator,  saving  and 
reserving,  &c.,  prays  that  your  Honor  would  grant  an  injunc- 
tion restraining  the  said  Trueheart,  Benjamin  Mosby  and 
Merit  Booker,  guardians  as  aforesaid,  them  or  either  of  them, 
or  their  agents,  or  the  agents  of  either,  from  rebuilding  or  re- 
pairing the  mill-dam  aforesaid,  until  they  answer  the  premises, 
and  shew  cause  why  they  should  not  be  restrained.  And 
your  orator,  as  in  duty  bound,  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

TH.  MILLER,  Powhatan. 
Mai/  l^th,  1825. 

Affidavit. 

Powhatan  County,  to-wit :  This  20th  day  of  May,  1825, 
Thomas  Miller  personally  appeared  before  me,  a  jugtice  of 
the  Peace  for  the  County  aforesaid,  and  made  oath  that  all 
the  allegations  in  the  foregoing  bill,  stated  as  coming  within 
his  own  knowledge,  he  knows  to  be  true,  and  all  others  resting 
upon  the  knowledge  or  information  of  others,  he  believes  to 
be  true.     Given  under  my  hand,  this  20th  day  of  May,  1825. 

JNO.  H.  STEGER. 

Aioard  of  injunction. 

At  Mrs.  Hunter's,  23d  May,  1825. 

The  injunction,  as  prayed  for,  is  awarded  until  the  further 
order  of  the  Court.  .  CREED  TAYLOR. 

Mr,  Hening,  Clerk  of  the  Court  at  Richmond. 
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A  bill  for  partition,     (See  Code  of  Virginia,  ch.  124,  sec- 
tions 1 — 5.)* 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 

(*)  Humbly  complaining,  shewetb,  &c.  (as  in  general  for- 
mula.) 

'(3)  That  your  orator's  father,  T.  B.,  was  in  his  life-time 
aeised  and  possessed  of  certain  real  estate  lying  in  the  county 

of y  (here  describe  it,)  and  being  so  thereof  seised  and 

possessed,  some  time  in  the  year departed  this  life  intes- 
tate, leaving  your  orator  and  C,  H.  and  J.  his  only  children 
and  heirs  at  law.  That  the  said  H.  and  J.  are  infants,  under 
the  age  of  twenty-one  years. 

And  your  orator  further  states,  that  the  said  real  estate  is, 
as  he  believes,  susceptible  of  partition  amongst  the  parties 
entitled  thereto ;  but  if  it  be  not,  then  your  orator  desires  the 
same  to  be  sold  and  the  proceeds  distributed  amongst  the  par- 
ties, in  proportion  to  their  respective  interests  therein. 

(*)  In  tender  consideration  whereof,  and  forasmuch  as  your 
orator  is  remediless  in  the  premises,  save  by  the  aid  of  a  Court 
of  Equity,  where  matters  of  the  kind  are  alone  and  properly 
cognizable,  your  orator  prays  that  the  said  C,  H.  and  J.  be 
made  parties  defendant  to  this  bill,  (J)  and  required  on  their 
corporal  oaths  to  answer  the  same,  according  to  the  best  of 
their  knowledge,  remembrances,  information  and  •  belief,  as 
fully  and  particularly  as  if  the  statements  of  this  bill  were 
here  again  repeated  and  the  said  defendants  thereto  specially 
interrogated ;  that  a  proper  guardian  ad  litem  be  assigned  the 
infant  defendants,  to  defend  their  interests  in  this  suit; 
(^)  that  the  said  real  estate  be  divided  between  the  parties 
'aforementioned,  entitled  thereto,  and  your  orator's  portion 
thereof  allotted  to  him ;  and  in  case  the  said  real  estate  be 
indivisible  in  kind,  that  the  same.be  exposed  to  sale,  and  the 
proceeds  thereof  be  distributed  among  the  parties  entitled 
thereto ;  *that  proper  process  may  issue ;  and  that  such  other, 
further  and  general  relief  may  be  afforded  your  orator  as  the 
nature  of  his  case  may  require  or  to  equity  shall  seem  meet. 
And  your  orator  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

G.  M.,  p.  q. 


*  This  form  may  be  readily  adapted  to  other  cases  in  which  partition  is 
sought.  It  will  be  obserred,  tbat  in  this  form  the  prayer  of  process  is 
inteijected  in  the  prayer  for  reliei^ 
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Bill  for  an  injunction  to  prevent  the  infringement  of  copy* 

rights, 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula  of  bills.) 

(*)  Complaining,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 

C*)  That  heretofore,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  ,   certain  persons,   doing  business  under,  the 

name,  style  and  firm  of  0.,  H.  and  Company,  namely,  W. 
H.,  T.  H.  C.  and  C.  C.  L.,  all  citizens  of  the  said  United 
States,  and  resident  in  the  said  District,  published  a  book, 
"Adam's  Latin  Grammar,  with  some  improvements,  and 
the  following  additions :  rules  for  the  right  pronunciation  of 
the  Latin  language )  a  metrical  key  to  the  odes  of  Horace ;  a 
list  of  Latin  authors,  arranged  according  to  the  ages  of  Roman 
literature;  tables  showing  the  value  of  the  various  coins, 
weights  and  measures  used  among  the  Romans ;  by  Benjamin 
A.  Uould,  master  of  the  Public  Latin  School  of  Boston ;" 
being  a  new  edition  ot  a  foreign  publication,  which  edition 
was  prepared  by  the  said  Benjamin  A.  Gould,  who  then  was, 
and  still  is,  a  citizen  of,  and  resident  in  the  said  United 
States,  and  who,  at  the  time  of  preparing  the  same,  agreed  in 
writing,  upon  sufficient  consideration,  that  said  C.,  H.  and 
Company  should  be  the  exclusive  proprietors  of,  and  take  out 
a  copyright  in  their  names  for  the  same.  A  printed  copy  of 
the  title  of  which  book,  being  such  new  edition,  the  said  firm 
of  C,  H.  and  Company,  on  the  seventh  of  July,  A.  D.  18 — , 
being  then  such  exclusive  proprietors  of  the  same,  and  solely 
entitled  to  a  copyright  of  the  same,  deposited  in  the  office  of 
the  clerk  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
said  District  of  Massachusetts,  before  the  said  book  had  been 
published,  which  title  was  on  that  day  recorded  in  the  said . 
office  of  the  clerk  of  the  said  District  Court ;  and  the  said  C, 
H.  and  Company  caused  to  be  published  and  inserted  in  the 
page  immediately  following  the  title-page  of  the  said  book,  the 
following  words,  to-wit :  Entered  according  to  act  of  Congress 
in  the  year  — — ,  by  C.  H.  &  Co.,  in  the  Clerk's  office  of  the 
District  Court  of  Massachusetts;  [and  within  two  months 
from  the  date  of  the  certificate  of  such  deposit  of  title,  by 
the  clerk  of  said  court,  said  C,  H.  and  Company  caused 
a  copy  thereof  to  be  published  in  a  newspaper,  printed  in 
Boston,  in  the  said  District,  for  the  space  of  four  weeks;*] 
and,  within  six  months  from  the  publication  of  the  said  book, 


*  To  be  used  in  case  copyright  has  been  renewed.    See  Story's  Lawi 
U.  6.  oontamed  by  Shurswoodi  Vol.  IV.,  p.  2221.  J  8. 
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cansed  a  copy  of  the  same  to  be  delivered  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  IJnited  States,  to  be  preserved  in  the  office  of  that 
officer,  and  took  all  the  measures  and  steps  requisite  by  law 
for  securing  the  said  copyright ;  and  the  said  firm  of  C,  H. 
and  Company,  and  their  assigns,  have  had  the  legal  and  exclu- 
sive right  of  publishing  said  book,  beiilg  such  new  edition,  from 
the  time  of  the  date  of  the  said  certificate,  to  the  present 
time,  and  by  and  in  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States, 
in  force  at  the  time  of  obtaining  said  certificate,  and  publish- 
ing said  book,  and  passed  since  its  publication,  the  assigns  of 
the  said  C,  H.  and  Company,  and  the  assigns  of  such  assigns, 
have  the  exclusive  right  of  publishing  the  said  book,  for  the 
period  of  fourteen  years  from  the  date  of  said  certificate, 
which  period  has  not  yet  expired,  and  also  of  renewing  and 
prolonging  such  copyright  for  the  period  of  fourteen  years, 
from  and  after  the  expiration  of  the  said  first  period  of  four- 
teen years. 

And  the  plaintiffs  further  show,  that,  by  assignments  in 
writing  for  sufficient  consideration,  made  by  the  original  pro- 
prietors, and  intermediate  assignments  m  writing,  by  their 
assigns,  and  the  assigns  of  their  assigns,  from  time  to  time, 
the  assignors,  assignees,  and  proprietors,  each  and  all  of  them, 
being  residents  in,  and  citizens  of  the  said  United  States,  the 
plaintiffs,  for  a  valuable  consideration,  became  the  sole  legal 
proprietors  in  their  own  right,  of  said  copyright,  on  the  sev- 
enth day  of  March,  in  the  yeat  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred 
and  thirty-three,  and  ever  since  that  time  have  been,  and 
now  are  such  sole  proprietors,  and  ever  since  the  said  seventh 
of  March,  have  had,  and  now  have  the  sole  exclusive  right 
of  printing,  publishing,  and  exposing  to  sale,  and  selling 
copies  of  the  improvements  and  additions  made  and  originally 
published  in  the  said  edition  of  the  said  work,  entitled  as 
aforesaid,  in  which  edition  the  said  Benjamin  A.  Gould,  the 
editor  of  the  stime,  made  the  following,  among  other  addi- 
tions and  improvements,  namely :  he  prefixed  rules  for  accent 
and  rules  for  the  sound  of  the  vowels,  detached  from  the 
original  text,  and  omitted  all  that  relates  to  English  gram- 
mar, as  distinguished  from  the  Latin ;  marked  the  quantity 
of  the  penultimate  vowel,  in  every  Latin  word,  throughout 
the  book,  where  it  was  not  determined,  by  being  placed  before 
another  vowel,  a  double  consonant,  or  two  single  consonants ; 
made  divisions  of  the  text,  by  introducing  new  heads  in 
numerous  places;  divided  the  paragraphs  in  numerous  in- 
stances, and  distinguished  parts,  as  more  important,  by  print-) 

29 
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ing  them  in  larger  types;  in  many  instances  transposed  .a 
part  of  the  text  of  the  original  work  into  notes,  gave  the  Eng- 
lish of  the  nouns  declined  as  paradigms,  prefixed  remarks  on 
gender  to  the  declension  of  nouns,  arranged  the  termination  of 
each  declension  in  columns,  instead  of  putting  them  in  trans- 
verse lines,  as  in  the  original  work;  added  an  additional 
termination  in  the  vocative  and  ablative  cases,  in  the  word 
Anchises;  declined  the  words  opus,  parenSj  dogmas  and 
arundo,  Dido,  calcar,  setas,  and  vox,  in  the  third  declension, 
at  full  length,  and  gave  the  English  in  full  to  the  first  two ; 
made  a  distinct  head  of  heterogeneous  nouns,  and  heteroclite 
nouns,  and  made  remarks  under  the  latter ;  declined  at  length 
the  words  respuhlica,  jusjurandum,  paterfamilias,  Jupiter, 
bos,  Orpheus,  (Edipus,  Adiilleus  or  Achilles,  ur^der  the  head 
of  heteroclites ;  added  the  noun  veprem  to  the  list  of  defec- 
tive nouns,  under  the  head  of  diptota ;  gave  the  English  of 
the  adjectives  declined  as  paradigms,  &c.,  &c.,  &c. ;  and 
mad^  other  alterations  and  improvements  in  the  said  oiiginal 
work. 

And  the  plaintiffs  further  show,  that  they  being  the  lawful 
proprietors  of  the  said  copyright,  and  in  possession  of  the  same, 
having  many  copies  of  the  said  edition  of  said  grammar,  with 
the  said  additions  and  improvements,  on  hand  and  offered  for 
sale,  and  always  having  had  on  hand,  and  offered  for  sale  at 
a  reasonable  price,  a  sufficient  number  of  copies  of  the  said 
grammar,  so  improved  and  enlarged,  and  being  in  the  enjoy^ 
ment  of  the  profits  of  the  same,  J.  J).  E.,  L.  S.,  both  of  said 
Boston,  and  J.  D.  M.  W.,  of  Roxbury,  in  the  county  of  Nor- 
folk, in  said  District  of  Massachusetts,  booksellers,  doing 
business  under  the  name  and  style  of  E,.,  S.  and  Company,  on 
the  fourteenth  day  of  August  instant,  without  the  consent 
and  allowance  of  the  plaintiffs,  exposed  to  sale  and  sold,  and 
at  divers  times  before  that  time,  have  exposed  to  sale  and 
sold  divers  copies  of  a  work,  and  still  have  on  hand  and  offer 
for  sale  copies  of  the  same,  entitled,  AdaviCs  Latin  Gram- 
mar, with  numerous  additions  and  improvements,  designed 
to  aid  the  more  advanced  student,  by  Mler  elucidations  of 
the  Latin  Classics,  by  C.  D,  Cleaveland,  A.  M,,  late  professor 
of  the  Latin  Language  and  Literature,  in  the  University  of 
the  City  of  New  York;"  which  is  a  copy  from  the  said  im- 
provements and  additions  in  the  first  mentioned  work ;  and 
the  printing  and-  selling  thereof,  and  the  exposing  of  the  same 
to  sale,  are  infringements  of  the  said  copyright  of  the  plain- 
tiffs; and  the  said  R.,  S.  and  W.,  at  the  time  of  making 


FORMS  OF   BILLS   IN    SPECIAL    CASES.  389 

euch  sale,  and  of  exposing;  the  said  copies  of  said  C/s  edition 
to  sale,  knew  that  the  plaintiffs  had  the  copyright  aforesaid, 
and  knew  the  said  copies,  by  them  so  sold,  and  exposv?d  to 
sale,  to  have  been  copied  from  the  said  work,  of  which  the 
plaintiffs  have  a  copyright,  and  knew  the  printing,  exposing 
to  sale  and  selling  the  same,  without  the  consent  of  the  plain- 
tiffs, to  be  an  infringement  of  such  copyright,  and  knew  the 
said  copies  by  them  so  sold,  and  so  exposed  to  sale,  to  have 
been  printed  and  published  without  the  consent  of  the  plaintiffs. 
And  the  plaintiffs  further  show,  that  the  said  Cleaveland's 
edition  of  the  said  grammar  is  copied  and  pirated  from  the 
said  Gould's,  and  is  an  infringement  on  the  plaintiffs'  copy- 
right, in  the  following  among  other  circumstances  and  partic- 
ulars, namely  :  it  adopts  the  same  title ;  it  adopts  the  plan  of 
Gould's  work,  in  omitting  the  whole  of  the  original  work, 
relating  to  English  grammar,  omitting,  as  the  plaintiffs  be- 
lieve, precisely  the  same  passages  throughout,  particularly, 
at  pages  sixteen,  eighteen,  &c.,  &c.,  &c.,  of  said  Cleaveland's 
edition ;  it  has  rules  of  accent,  prefixed  to  the  original  gram- 
mar, fl,fter  the  plan  of  Gould's  edition,  some  of  the  rules  being 
flubstaatially  taken  from  Gould's ;  it  follows  Gould's  plan  by 
prefixing  rules  for  the  sound  of  the  vowels,  and  copies  some 
of  the  rules  literally,  and  takes  others  substantially,  as  in  the 
eleventh  page,  &c.,  &c.,  &c.  j  and  in  the  appendix  to  the  same, 
to  the  amount  of  thirty  pages  or  more,  being  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  additions,  alterations,  and  improvements, 
made  by  the  said  Gould  in  his  edition  of  the  said  work, 
belonging  to  the  plaintiffs,  as  aforesaid.  And  the  plaintiffs 
further  show,  that  in  consequence  of  the  defendants  having  so 
exposed  to  sale  and  sold  the  said  Cleaveland's  edition,  the 
sales  of  the  plaintiffs  have  been  hindered  and  rendered  less  in 
number  than  they  would  have  been,  had  the  said  E.,  S.  and 
Company  not  so  exposed  to  sale  and  sold  the  said  pirated 
edition.  All  which  acts  and  doings  of  the  said  R.,  S.  and 
Company,  are  contrary  to  equity  and  good  conscience,  and 
tend  to  the  manifest  wrong  and  injury  of  the  plaintiffs  in 
the  premises ;  (^)  in  consideration  whereof,  and  forasmuch  as 
the  plaintiffs  are  remediless  in  the  premises,  at  and  by  the 
rules  of  the  common  law,  and  cannot  have  adequate  relief, 
save  in  a  court  of  equity,  where  matters  of  this  and  the 
like  nature  are  properly  cognizable  and  relievable,  &c.  Q)  To 
the  end,  therefore,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.)*    (f)  That  the 

*  See  XLI.  aAd  XCIII.  Rules  Supreme  Court  U.  S.  If  the  draftsman 
does  not  deem  it  proper  to  follow  the  form  prescribed  in  4l8t  Rule,  he  may 
adopt  the  following:  **  That  thjs  said  R.,  S.  and  W.  may  be  made  defend- 
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said  R.,  S.  and  W.  may  be  restrained  by  injunction,  from 
selling  or  exposing  to  sale,  or  causing  or  being  any  way  con- 
cerned in  the  selling  or  exposing  to  sale,  or  otherwise  dis- 
posing of,  any  copies  of  said  Cleaveland's  edition  of  the  said 
work,  and  that  they  be  ordered  and  decreed  to  render  an  ac- 
count of  the  copies  of  the  same  that  they  have  sold,  and  to 
pay  over  the  profits  of  such  sales  to  the  plaintiffs,  and  that 
they  be  ordered  to  surrender  and  deliver  up  to  the  plaintiffs 
all  the  copies  of  the  said  Cleaveland's  edition  they  have  on 
hand,  and  that  they  be  ordered  and  decreed  to  pay  the  plain- 
tiffs their  costs  in  this  suit,  and  that  the  plaintiffs  may  have 
such  further  and  other  relief  in  the  premises,  as  to  this  honor- 
able court  may  seem  meet,  and  the  nature  and  circumstances 
of  the  case  may  seem  to  require. 

(9)  May  it  please,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.)  And  your 
orator  will  ever  pray,  &c»  Gr.  M.,  p.  q. 

(^Add  affidavit) 

Bill  for  divorce  a  vinculo  matrimonii,  and  injunction.^ 

(*)  To  the  honorable  J.  B.  C,  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court  for 
the  County  of  Henrico. 

(*)  Complaining,  sheweth  unto  the  Court,  your  oratrix  A. 
B.  C.  wife  of  A.  W.j  who  sues  by  B.  W.  D.,  her  next  friend; 
(')  that  she  is  now  twenty-eight  years  old;  at  the  age  of 
nfteen,  she  left  her  father's  house,  (ran  off  in  common  lan- 
guage) with  the  said  A.  W.,  and  was  married  to  him,  and 
since  that  time  has  been  to  him  a  constant,  faithful  and  duti- 
ful wife,  and  has  borne  him  five  children,  to  wit :  Elizabeth 
now  12  years  old,  Andrew  10,  Amelia  7,  Martha  3  and 
Gkorge  not  quite  six  months  old. 

Her  husband,  on  the  other  hand  has  been  negligent,  exces- 
sively intemperate  in  drinking  ardent  spirits,  and  insufferably 
abusive  and  violent  to  her,  frequently  beating  and  choking 
her,  until  to  protect  her  person  from  violence,  and  presene 
her  life,  she  has  been  compelled  to  fly  from  her  residence,  and 
seek  refuge  in  the  house  of  her  father,  P.  F.  in  the  City  of 


ants  to  this  bill,  and  required  on  their  corporal  oaths,  full,  tme  and  per- 
fect answer  in  make  to  all  the  statements  of  this  bill,  and  maj  set  forth, 
particularly,  how  many  copies  of  said  Cleaveland's  edition  of  said  gram- 
mar they  have  sold,  and  what  number  they  have  on  hand ;  and  that  they 
may  abide  such  order  and  decree  as  the  court  shall  make  in  the  premises. 

'f  This  bill  is  taken  from  the  records  of  Circuit  Court  of  Henrico  county 
It  contains  all  material  statements,  though  not  strictly  formal. 
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f  where  she  now  is  with  only  her  two  youngest  chil- 

dieir  with  her,  being  unable  to  return  to  her  home  where  the  * 
other  children  are,  practically  without  any  protector,  as  their 

father  passes  most  of  his  time  in  the  City  of  in 

notorious  dissipation,   leaving  his  children  at  his  house  in 

— .     The  only  property  owned  by  your  oratrix,  and  her 

husband  is,  a  tract  of  land  in  the  County  of ,  contain- 
ing sixty-three  acres  and  a  half,  which  was  procured  by  the 
joint  labor  of  your  oratrix,  and  her  husband  after  their  mar-» 
riage,  sind  settled  upon  your  oratrix,  as  will  appear  by  the 
deed,  of  which  a  copy  is  herewith  exhibited,   marked  A. 
Your  oratrix  further  shews,  that  although  the  said  W.  treated 
her  with  so  much  brutality  and  violence,  while  she  was  undet  • 
the  same  roof  with  him,  and  has  compelled  her  to  fly  from 
him  to  avoid,  as  she  has  alleged,  personal  violence,  and  save 
her  life,  upon  various  occasions,  he  still  pursues  her  at  the 
residence  of  her  father,  infesting  the  house  and  using  the 
most  violent  and  threatening  language  to  her.     (^)  In  'tender 
consideration,  &c.     Q)  To  the  end  therefore,  Ac,  your  ora- 
trix prays  that  the  said  A.  W.  may  be  made  a  defendant  to 
this  bill,  and  required  to  render  a  full,  true  and  perfect  an- 
swer to  the  same  upon  his  corporal  oath ;  ^)  that  he  may  be 
injoined  and  restrained  from  interfering  with  or  in  any  man- 
ner molesting  her  and  her  children  who  are  with  her;  that 
your  oratrix  may  be  entirely  divorced  from  him,  and  the  mar- 
riage be  dissolved ;  that  he  may  be  compelled  to  deliver  up  her 
children  to  her,  and  to  surrender  to  her  and  them  for  the 
maintenance  of  herself  and  her  children,  the  tract  of  land 
before  mentioned;  and  for  such  other  and  j^rther  relief  as  her 
case  requires,  and  to  equity  may  seem  meet.     (»)  May  it 
please,  &c.    And  your  orator  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

A.  B.  C. 
[Add  affidavit.'] 

Award  of  injunction. 

An  injunction  is  awarded  to  injoin  and  resjbrain  the  defend- 
ant A.  W.  from  removing  the  in&nt  children,  Martha  and 
6«orge  W.,  from  the  control  and  possession  of  their  mother, 
A.  B.  C,  until  the  further  order  of  the  Court. 

J.  A.  M. 
To  the  Clerk  of,  dec. 


^ 
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Bill  to  perpetuate  testimony. 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 

(f)  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth  unto  the  Court  yonr 
orator,  T.  H.  of,  &c.,  brother  of  the  half  blood  and  devisee 
named  in  the  last  will  and  testament  of  T.  R.,  of  &c.,  de- 
ceased. (^)  That  the  said  T.  E..  was  in  his  life-time,  and  at 
the  time  of  his  death,  seised  or  entitled  to  him  and  his  heirs, 
of  or  to  divers  freehold  estates,  situate  in  the  several  places 
hereinafter  mentioned,  and  divers  other  places,  of  considerable 
yearly  value  in  the  whole,  and  being  so  seised  or  entitled,  and 
being  of  sound  and  disposing  mind,  memory  and  understand- 
ing, he  made  his  last  will  and  testament  in  writing,  bearing 
date,  &c.,  which  was  duly  executed  by  him,  in  the  prescDoe 

of,  and  attested  by credible  persons,  whose  names  are^ 

[here  insert  the  names  of  the  subscribing  ^loitnesses]  and  whicli 
will,  with  the  attestatioh  thereof,  is  in  the  words  following^ 
(that  is  to  say;)  [stating  the  will  verhatimJ]  And  your  or- 
ator further  sheweth,  that  the  said  T.  E..  afterwards,  and  on 
or  about departed  this  life  without  revoking  or  alter- 
ing his  said  will,  or  any  part  thereof,  whereupon  your  orator 
by  virtue  of  the  said  will,  became  entitled  in  fee-simple  to  all 
his  said  freehold  estates,  subject  as  to  such  pert  thereof  as 
aforesaid,  to  the  payment  of  so  much  of  the  funeral  expenses, 
debts  and  legacies  of  the  said  T.  E.  as  his  personal  estate  may 
fall  short  to  pay;  and  your  orator  accordingly,  soon  aft«r  t^e 
death  of  the  said  T.  E.  entered  upon  and  took  possession  «f 
all  the  said  estates,  and  is  now  in  possession  and  receipt  of 
the  rents  and  profits  thereof  and  in  the  possession  and  enjoy- 
ment thereof.  And  your  orator  well  hoped  that  he  and  his 
heirs  and  assigns  would  have  been  permitted  to  enjoy  the 
same  quietly  without  any  interruption  from  any  person  whom- 
soever. (♦)  But  now  so  it  is,  may  it  please  your  honors,  that 
T.  H.,  of,  &c.,  who  claims  to  be  cousin  and  heir  at  law  of  the 
said  T.  E.,  alleging  that  he  is  the  only  or  eldest  son  of  T.  H. 
and  M.,  his  wife,  both  deceased  (which  said  if.  H.  as  is  also 
alleged,  was  the  only  child  of  S.  E.,  who  as  is  likewise 
alleged,  was  the  only  brother  of  the  father  df  the  said  T.  R 
that  left  any  issue)  combining  and  confederating  with  divers 
persons  unknown  to  your  orator,  pretends  that  the  said  T.  R. 
did  not  make  such  last  will  and  testatment  in  writing  as  afore- 
said, or  that  he  was  not  of  sound  and  disposing  mind  and 
memory  at  the  making  thereof,  or  that  the  same  was  not  ex- 
ecuted in  such  manner  as  by  law  is  required  for  devising  real 


FORMS    OF    BILLS   IN   SPECIAL   CASES.  343 

g;  and  therefore  he  insists  that  your  orator  hath  not  any 
I  or  title  to  the  real  estates  late  of  the  said  T.  E.  or  any 
thereof,  but  that  on  his  death  the  same  descended  unto 
the  said  T.  H.,  as  his  heir  at  lavr.     (^)  Whereas  your 
r  charges  the  contrary  of  such  pretences  to  be  true.     But 
»theless  the  said  T.  H.  refuses  to  contest  the  validity  of 
ttd  will  during  the  life-time  of  the  subscribing  witnesses 
k),  and  he  threatens  that  he  will  hereafter  dispute  the 
ty  of  the  said  will  when  all  the  subscribing  witnesses 
_jo  are  dead,  whereby  your  orator  and  his  heirs  and  as- 
signs will  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  their  testimony.     All 
which  pretences  of  the  said  confederate  are  contrary  to  equity 
and  good  conscience,  and  tend  to  injure  and  oppress  your  ora- 
tor in  the  premises.     (^)  In  consideration  whereof  and  foras- 
much as  your  orator  cannot  perpetuate  the  testimony  of  the 
subscribing  witnesses  to  the  said  will,  without  the  assistance 
of  a  court  of  equity.     (J)  To  the  end,  therefore,  that  the  said 
T.  H.  may  show,  if  he  can,  why  your  orator  should  not  have 
the  testimony  of  the  said  witnesses  perpetuated. 

(®)  And  that  your  orator  may  be  at  liberty  to  examine  his 
witnesses  with  respect  to  the  execution  and  attestation  of  the 
said  will,  and  sanity  of  mind  of  the  said  T.  R.  at  the  making 
the  same,  so  that  their  testimony  may  be  perpetuated  and  pre- 
served. (^)  May  it  please,  &c.  And  your  orator  will  ever 
pray,  &c.  '  G.  M.,  p.  q. 

Bill  of  review, 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 

(^)  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth  unto  the  Court  your 
orator  A.  B.,  of  C.  in  the  county  of  D.,  Esq.,  (^)  that  in 
*  term,  in  the  year ,  W.  S.  of,  &c.,  (the  defend- 
ant hereinafter  named,)  exhibited  his  bill  of  complaint  in  this 
honorable  Court  against  your  orator,  and  thereby  set  forth, 
that,  &o.  [J2cre  insert  the  original  hill.Ji  And  your  orator 
being  served  with  a  subpoena  for  that  purpose,  appeared  and 
put  in.  his  answer  to  the  said  bill,  to  the  effect  following : 
[Here  recite  the  substance  of  the  answerJ]  And  the  said  W. 
8.  replied  to  the  said  answer,  and  issue  having  been  joined, 
and  witnesses  examined,  and  publication  duly  passed,  the  said 
cause  was  set  down  to  be  heard,  and  was  heard  before  this 

Court,  the  — • day  of last,  when  a  decree  was 

pronounced,  which   was  afterwards   passed  and  entered,  in 
which  it  was  decreed  and  ordered,  [here  recite  the  decree;'] 
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wbich  said  decree  your  orator  humbly  insists  is  erroneous,  and 
ought  to  be  reviewed,  reversed,  and  set  aside  for  many  appa- 
rent errors  and  imperfections,  inasmuch  as  it  appears  by  yoiur 
orator's  answer,  set  forth  in  the  body  of  the  said  decree,  that 
[jBcre  insert  the  apparent  errors."]  And  no  proof  being  made 
thereof,  no  decree  ought  to  have  been  made  or  grounded 
thereon,  but  said  bill  ought  to  have  been  dismissed  for  the 
reasons  aforesaid.  (^)  In  consideration  whereof,  and  inasmuch 
as  such  errors  and  imperfections  appear  in  the  body  of  the 
said  decree,  and  there  is  no  proof  on  which  to  ground  any 
decree  to  set  aside  the  said  rent  charge,  your  orator  hopes 
that  the  said  decree  will  be  reversed  and  set  aside,  and  no 
further  proceedings  had  thereon.  (J)  To  the  end,  therefore, 
that  the  said  W.  S.,  &c.  Q)  And  that  for  the 'reasons,  and 
under  the  circumstances  aioresaid,  the  said  decree  may  be 
reviewed,  reversed  and  set  aside,  and  no  farther  proceedings 
taken  thereon,  and  your  orator  permitted  to  remain  in  the 
undisturbed  possession  and  enjoyment  of  the  said  rent  charge. 
(*)  May  it  please,  &c.     And  your  orator  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

G.  M.,  p.  q. 

BUI  hy  hiishand  of  legatees   against  an  executor  for  pay- 
ment of  legacy, 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 

(*)  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth  unto  the  Court,  your 
orator,  &c.,  (f)  that  W.  S.  late  of ,  duly  made  and  pub- 
lished his  last  will  and  testament  in  writing,  bearing  date  on  or 

about  the and  thereby,  ax&ongst  other  bequests,  gave  to 

his  nephews  and  nieces,  the  children  of  his  kte  sister  M.  A., 
the  sum  of  i each,  to  be  paid  to  them  as  they  should  re- 
spectively attain  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  and  appointed 

E.  T.  F.  of ,  the  defendant  hereinafter  named,  the  sole 

executor  of  his  said  will,  as  in  and  by,  &c.  And  your  orator 
further  sheweth  unto  your  honor,  that  soon  after  the  death 
of  the  said  testator,  the  said  will  was  duly  admitted  to 
probat  in  the  Court  of and  the  said  E.  T. 

F.  qualified  as  executor  of  the  same  in  the  said  Court,  and 
the  said  E.  T.  F.  hath  since  possessed  himself  of  the  per- 
sonal estate  and  effects  of  the  said  testator,  to  an  amount 
much  more  than  sufficient  for  the  payment  of  his  just  debts, 
funeral  expenses  and  legacies.  And  your  orator,  &c.,  that 
after  the  death  of  the  said  testator,  your  orator  intermarried 
with  A  A.,  who  was  the  niece  of  the  said  testator,  and  one 
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of  the  children  of  the  said  M.  A.,  the  sister  of  the  said 
testator,  in  the  said  will  named,  and  by  virtue  of  such  inter- 
marriage, your  orator,  in  right  of  his  said  wife,  became  en- 
titled to  demand  and  receive  the  aforesaid  bequest  of  $ . 

And  your  orator,  &c.,  that  your  orator's  said  wife  lived  to  at- 
tain her  age  of  twenty-one  years,  and  that  she  hath  lately  de- 
parted this  life,  and  that  neither  your  orator  nor  his  said  wife 
received  any  part  of  the  said  legacy;  and  your  orator  sheweth, 
that  having  obtained  letters  of  administration  to  his  said  wife, 
he  hath  repeatedly  applied  to  the  said  E.  T.  F.,  for  payment 
of  the  said  legacy,  and  interest  thereon,  from  the  time  of  his 
said  late  wife  attaining  her  age  of  twenty-one  years,  and  your 
orator  well  hoped  that  such  your  orator's  reasonable  requests 
would  have  been  complied  with,  as  in  justice  and  equity  they 
ought  to  have  been.  (*)  But  now  so  it  is,  &c.,  the  said  de- 
fendant refuses  so  to  do,  &c.  (*)  Whereas,  &c.  (^)  In  tender 
consideration,  &c.  (J)  To  the  end,  therefore,  &c.,  (as  in  gen- 
eral formula.) 

(f)  And  that  an  account  may  be  taken  of  what  is  due  and 
owing  to  your  orator  for  the  principal  and  interest  of  the  said 
legacy,  and  that  the  said  defendant  may  be  decreed  to  pay  the 
same  to  your  orator;  and  if  the  said  defendant  shall  not 
admit  assets  of  the  said  testator  sufficient  to  answer  the  same, 
then  that  an  account  may  be  taken  of  the  estate  and  effects  of 
the  said  testator  which  have  been  possessed  or  received  by  the 
said  defendant,  or  by  any  other  person  by  his  order  or  to  his 
use,  and  that  the  same  may  be  applied  in  a  due  course  of  ad- 
ministration. And  that  your  orator  may  have  all  such  other 
and  further  and  general  relief  in  the  premises,  as  the  nature 
of  his  case  may  require,  or  to  equity  shall  seem  meet.  (^) 
May  it  please,  &;c.,  (as  in  general  formula.)  And  your  orator 
will  ever  pray,  &c. 

J.  L. 

BiU  of  interpleader, 

(*)  To  the,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula  of  bills.) 

(*)  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth  unto  the  court,  your  or- 
ator J.  R.  of  the  city  of  Richmond,  merchant,  (a,)  (')  that, 
on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  June,  1821,  your  orator  pur- 
chased  of  D.    S.,   a  defendant  hereafter  named,  a  certain 


(a)  If  in  United  States  ConrtSi  see  General  Formula  of  Bills. 
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quantity  of  coal,  then  being  on  board  a  vessel  called  the 
James,  amounting  to chaldrons,  for  which  your  ora- 
tor agreed  to  pay  the  said  D.  S.,  the  sum  of  ^1125,  and  to 
give  his  promissory  note  for  such  amount,  payable  in  thirty 
days  from  the  said  26th  day  of  June.  That  such  coal  was 
delivered  to  your  orator,  and  he  paid  on  account  of  such  con- 
sideration money  $100. 

And  your  orator  further  shows,  that  sometime  afterwards, 

and  about  the day  of 1821,  F.  and  S.  Scher- 

merhorn,  of  the  city  of ,  merchants,  caused  an  attach- 
ment to  be  sued  out  against  one  William  Williams,  as  an 
absent  debtor,  and  that  afterwards,  L  F.  and  D.  B.,  caused 
another  attachment  to  be  sued. out  against  the  said  W.  W.,  as 
an  absconding  debtor ;  that  warrants  were  issued  in  the  usual 
form  to  W.  B.,  the  sheriff  of  the  county  of  New  York,  who 
gave  notice  to  your  orator,  not  to  pay  over  to  any  person  ex- 
cept him  the  said  sheriff,  any  property  or  money,  of  or  belong- 
ing to  the  said  W.  W.;  and  further,  that  the  said  W.  B.,  the 
sheriff  aforesaid,  and  €r.  D.,  the  attorney  of  the  said  F.  and  S. 
•  Schermerhorn,  and  the  said  F.  and  B.,  apprised  your  orator, 
that  the  coal  so  purchased  by  your  orator  as  aforesaid,  of  the 
said  D.  S.,  was  the  property  of  the  said  W.  W.,  for  whom  the 
said  D.  S.  was  only  an  agent  or  factor,  and  insisting  and  giv- 
ing notice  to  your  orator,  that  he  would  be  held  liable  if  he 
paid  the  residue  of  such  moijieys,  or  any  part  thereof,  to  the 
said  D.  S. 

And  your  orator  further  shows  unto  your  honor,  that  he 
made  application  to  the  said  F.  and  S.  S.,  and  F.  and  B.,  for 
^eave  to  pay  over  such  money  to  the  said  D.  S.,  without  sub- 
jecting himself  to  any  responsibility  therefor  to  them,  the  said 
F.  and  S.  S.,  and  F.  and  B.,  which  they  positively  refused  to 
do.  And  your  orator  also  applied  to  the  said  D.  S.,  to  relieve 
or  secure  your  orator  against  the  effect  or  operation  of  such 
attachments,  and  from  any  further  responsibility  in  the  pre- 
tmises,  but  he,  the  said  D.  S.,  has  wholly  refused  so  to  do,  and 

has  commenced  an  action  at  law,  in  the  Court  of 

--« — rrrrrrj  to  rccovcr  thc  balaucc  of  the  said  money  agreed  upon 
as  the  price  of  such  coal. 

And  your  orator  further  shows,  that  he  has  always  been 
willing  to  pay  the  balance  of  such  money  to  such  person  or 
persons  as  should  b3  lawfully  entitled  to  receive  the  same,  and 
to  whom  he  could  pay  the  same  with  safety ;  and  he  hereby 
offers  to  pay  the  same  into  this  court. 
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And  your  orator  further  shows,  that  he  doth  not  in  any  re- 
spect collude  with  either  the  said  D.  S.,  or  F.  and  S.  S.,  or  F. 
and  B.,  touching  the  matters  in  question  in  this  cause ;  that 
he  hath  not  exhibited  this  bill  at  the  request  of  such  defend- 
ants, or  any  or  either  of  them,  and  that  he  has  not  been  in- 
dcnmificd  by  such  defendants,  or  any  or  either  of  them,  but 
merely  of  his  own  free  will,  and  to  avoid  being  molested  and 
injured,  touching  the  matters  contained  in  such  bill.  (®) 
Wherefore,  and  as  your  orator  can  only  have  adequate  relief 
in  this  court,  (^)  to  the  end  that  the  said  defendants  may  in- 
terplead, and  settle  their  rights  to  the  said  sum  of  money,  and 
that  your  orator  may  be  at  liberty  to  pay  the  same  into  this 
court ;  and  that  the  said  B.  S.  may  be  enjoined  and  restrained 
from  further  proceeding  in  the  suit  at  law,  so  as  aforesaid 
commenced  by  him  against  your  orator,  and  that  the  said  F. 
and  S.  S.,  and  F.  and  B.,  and  D.  S.,  may  be  enjoined  and  re- 
strained from  commencing  any  suit  against  your  orator,  touch- 
ing the  premises;  and  that  your  orator,  upon  payment  into 
court  of  such  amount,  and  procuring  the  said  defendants  to 
interplead  according  to  the  course  of  this  court,  may  be  de- 
creed to  be  discharged  from  all  liability  to  such  defendants  in 
the  premises,  and  may  have  all  his  costs  therein.  (^)  May  it 
please,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula.) 

Gr.  M.,  p.  q. 

Add  affidavit,  as  in  General  Formula  of  Bills. 

Bill  of  Discover^/. 

(^)  To  the,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula  of  bills.) 

(^)  Humbly  complaining,  shew  unto  the  Court,  your  or- 
ators A.  M.  and  C.  M.  of,  &c.j  (h)  (*)  that,  by  a  certain  in- 
strument of  assignment,  dated  the  day  of made 

between  J.  D.,  of  the  city  of  Richmond,  of  the  first  part,  and 
your  orators,  of  the  second  part,  the  said  J.  D.  bargained  and 
sold,  assigned,  transferred,  and  set  over  unto  your  orators  the 
Certain  property,  goods,  choses  in  action  and  securities  for 
money  therein,  and  in  the  schedules  thereto  particularly  men- 
tioned in  trust,  (set  forth  assignment,  &c.  particularli/.)  And 
your  orators  further  show,  that  at  the  time  aforesaid,  there 


(6)  If  in  United  States  Courts,  see  General  Formula  of  Bills. 
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was  due  and  owing  to  the  said  J.  D.,  from  one  R.  B.,  of  the 
said  city  of  Richmond,  a  defendant  hereafter  named,  the  ftdl 
and  just  sum  of  $760,  being  the  balance  of  an  account  be- 
tween him  the  said  R.  B.,  and  the  said  J.  D.,  the  particulars 
of  which  account  are  set  forth  in  a  schedule  marked  A., 
hereto  annexed,  and  to  which  your  orators  refer.  And  your 
oratora  further  show,  that  they  have  repeatedly  applied  to  the 
said  R.  B.,  to  pay  them  the  aforesaid  sum  of  $750,  so  justly 
due  from  him,  with  which  reasonable  request  he  has  refused 
to  comply;  and  having  so  refused,  your  orators  were  com- 
pelled to,  and  did  commence  an  action  at  law,  in  the  superior 
court  of  the  city  of  Richmond,  for  obtaining  payment  thereof. 
And  your  orators  charge,  that  the  said  R.  B.  hath  pleaded  in 
such  suit,  and  given  notice  of  a  set>off  in  the  same,  and  hath 
delivered  a  particular  of  such  set-off,  which,  down  to  the  date 
of  such  assignment,  corresponds  with  the  credit  side  of  the 
account  set  forth  in  the  schedule  hereto  annexed,  but  that 
such  defendant  hath  included  in  the  said  particular,  three 
several  items,  one  of  $50.00,  one  of  $48.00,  and  one  of 
$36.00,  being  charges  for  goods  delivered  in  the  course  of  the 

month  of in  the  year for  which  he  claims  credit  in 

such  action. 

Whereas  your  orators  charge,  that  the  said  R.  B.,  at  the 
time  of  the  delivery  of  each  and  every  of  such  parcels  of 
goods  so  charged  for  as  aforesaid,  knew,  and  was  well  apprised 
of  the  assignment  to  your  orators,  or  that  he  the  said  J.  D., 
had  made  some  assignment  of  all  his  property  and  effects  for 
the  benefit  of  creditors. 

And  your  orators  have  no  means  of  proving  such  knowledge 
or  information,  on  the  part  of  the  said  R.  B.,  in  the  action  at 
law  aforesaid,  and  can  only  establish  the  same  by  means  of  a 
discovery  from  such  defendant.  And,  they  are  advised,  that 
they  cannot  safely  proceed  to  the  trial  of  such  action  without 
a  discovery  of  the  matter*  herein  before  stated  from  such  de- 
fendant. (J)  To  the  end  therefore,  (special  interrogatory  as 
to  knowledge.) 

And  that  such  defendant  may  make  a  full  and  true  dis- 
covery of  all  the  matters  aforesaid.  (•)  May  it  please,  &c., 
(as  in  general  formula.)     And  your  orators  will  ever  pray,  &e. 

Gr.  M.p.  q. 

Add  affidavit;  as  in  affidavit  to  general  formula. 
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Cross  hill, 

(*)  To  the,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula  of  bills.) 

(*)  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth   unto   the  Court,  your 
orator  A.  B.  of,  &c.,*  (f)  that  C.  D.  of,  &c.,  the  defendant 

hereinafter  named,  on  or  about  the day  of ,  filed 

his  bill  0^  complaint  in  this  honorable  court,  against  your 
orator,  thereby  praying;  (state  the  prayer  of  the  bill)  and 
your  orator  being  duly  served  with  process  [of  subpoena,]  ap- 
peared and  put  in  his  answer  thereto,  to  which  answer  the 
said  C.  D.  replied;  and  issue  being  thus  joined,  witnesses 
were  examined  on  both  sides  [and  the  proofs  closed ;]  where- 
upon the  said  cause  was  noticed  for  hearing  by  the  said  CD., 
before  your  honor  as  by  the  said  bill,  and  other  pleadings  and 
proceedings  in  the  said  cause,  now  remaining  filed  as  of  record 
in  this  honorable  cotirt,  reference  being  thereunto  had,  will 
more  fully  appear. 
And  your  orator  further  showeth  unto  your  honor,  that  the 

said  cause  has  not  yet  been  heard ;  and,  on  or  about 

the  said  C.  D.,  by  a  certain  writing  of  release,  bearing  date 

the day  of ,  did  remise,  release,  and  forever 

quit  claim,  unto  your  orator,  his  heirs,  executors  and  adminis- 
trators, the  several  matters  and  things  complained  of,  in,  and 
by  the  said  bill  of  the  said  CD.,  and  in  question  in  the  said 
suit,  and  each  and  every  of  them,  and  of  all  sums  of  money 
then  due  and  owing,  or  thereafter  to  become  due  or  owing,  to- 
gether with  all,  and  all  manner  of  action's,  causes  of  action, 
suits  and  demands  whatsoever,  both  at  law  and  in  equity  or 
otherwise  howsoever,  which  he,  the  said  C  D.  then  had,  or 
which  he  should  or  might  at  any  time  or  times  thereafter 
have,  claim,  allege  or  demand,  against  your  orator,  for,  or  by 
reason  or  means  of  any  matter,  cause,  or  thing,  whatsoever, 
from  the  beginning  of  the  world,  to  the  day  of  the  date  of  the  . 
said  deed  or  writing  of  release ;  as  by  the  said  release,  refer- 
ence  being  thereunto    had,  will  appear.     And  your   orator 
hoped  that  in  consequence  of  the  said  release,  the  said  C  D. 
would  not  have  proceeded  in  the  said  suit  against  your  orator; 
(*)  but  the  said  C  D.,  combining  and  confederating,  notwith- 
standing the  said  release,  threatens  and  intends  to  proceed  in 
the  said  suit,  and  to  bring  the  said  cause  on  for  hearing  in 


(e)  If  in  United  States  Cottrts,  see  General  Formula  of  Billi. 
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due  course ;  and  he  pretends  that  no  such  release  was  ever 
executed  by  him,  or  if  so,  that  the  same  was  obtained  by  fraud 
and  surprise,  and  therefore  void.  (*)  Whereas,  your  orator 
charges  that  the  same  was,  in  every  respect,  fairly  and  pro- 
perly obtained  by  your  orator,  and  duly  executed  by  the  said 
CD. 

And  your  orator  fturther  charges,  that  under  the  eircum- 
stances  aforesaid,  he  is  unable  to  put  the  said  release  in  issue, 
or  to  use  the  same  as  a  plea  in  bar  in  the  said  suit.  All 
which  actings  and  pretences,  are  contrary  to  equity  and  good 
conscience,  and  tend  to  the  injury  and  oppression  of  your 
orator. 

(^)  In  tender  consideration  whereof,  and  forasmuch  as  your 
orator  has  bo  remedy  without  the  assistance  of  a  court  of 
equity,  &c. 

(J)  To  the  end  therefore,  (interrogatories)  and  that  the  said 
*  T^lease  may  be  established,  and  declared  by  this  honorable 
court  a  sufficient  bar  to  any  further  proceedings  by  the  said 
G.  D.,  in  the  said  suit;  and  that  the  bill  of  the  said  C.  D. 
ih^ein,  may,  under  the  circttmstanees,  be  forthwith  dismissed 
with  costs,  (and  for  general  relief.)  May  it  please,  &c.,  (as  ii 
g^ieral  formula.)     And  your  orator  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

G.  M.,  p.  q. 

Add  affidavit.     (See  affidavit  annexed  to  general  formula.) 

Supplemental  hilL* 

•i 

(f)  To  the,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula  of  bills.) 

(f)  Humbly  complaining,  sheweth  unto  the  Court,  your  ora- 
tor J.  R.  of  the  city  of  Eichmond,  merchant,*}"  T^)  that, 
heretofore  your  orator  exhibited  in  this  court,  his  original  bill 


*  The  distinctions  between  supplemental  bills  and  amended  bills  an 
pointed  out  in  preceding  ▼olumo.  See  seotions  355-367.  In  the  Yirginit 
State  Courts,  the  forms  of  these  bills  are  almost  identical,  only  requiring 
the  sabstitntion  of  the  word  ''amendment"  or  ''amended/'  whererertbe 
words  *'  supplement"  or  "supplemental"  oecur. 

f  If  in  United  States  Courts,  see  p.  312.  Also  section  367  prec«diBg 
Tolume.  Instead  of  address  tui  contained  in  the  above  form,  bills  in  Vir- 
ginia State  Courts,  usually  commence  with  these  words  :  "  The  supple- 
mental bill  of  your  orator  A.  B.  respectfully  sheweth  to  the  court,  Ac"  of 
M  The  amended  and  supplemental  bill,"  or  "  The  amended  and  supple- 
mental bill  and  bill  of  revivor  of  your  orator  A.  B.  sheweth  to  the  coort, 
Ac"  These  forms  are  convenient  in  practice  as  at  once  shewing  the  ebtr- 
aoter  of  the  bill. 
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of  complaint  against^  &c.^  [setting  forth  the  original  bill  and 
proceedings  therein  after  which  proceed  to  state  matter  which 
occasions  the  filing  of  supplemental  bill.  If  deemed  proper 
(*)  charge  of  confederacy,  (*)  charging  part,  and  (")  averment 
of  jurisdiction  may  be  inserted.  See  general  formula  for 
these.]  (J)  To  the  end  therefore,  that  the  said  J.  B.  and  M. 
L.  may  severally  answer  all  and  every  the  matters  and  things 
charged  by  way  of  supplement,  and  that  they  may  discover 
and  set  forth,  &c.,  (here  add  interrogatories.)  (^)  And  that 
your  orator  may  have  full  and  general  relief  in  the  premises, 
such  as  the  nature  of  his  case  may  require.  (^)  May  it 
please,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula.)  And  your  orator  will 
ever  pray,  &c. 

G.  M.,  p.  q. 

Amended  hill. 
See  next  preceding  form  and  notes  thereto. 

Bill  of  revivor  f 

(*)  To,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula  of  bills.) 

(")  Humbly  complaining,   sheweth  unto   the  Court,   youT 
orator  A.  B.  of  the  city   of  Kichmond,  merchant,|  (»)  that 

on  or  about  the day  of  — — >,  last  past,  your  orator  filed 

his  bill  in  this  honorable  court,  against  L.  M.  since  deceased, 
and  others,  stating  therein  the  due  execution  and  acknowledg- 
ment by  the  said  L.  M.,  of  a  certain  indenture  of  mortgage, 

dated  the day  of in  the  year  1829,  for  securing 

the  payment  to  your  orator  of  the  sum  of  43000,  lawful 
money  of  the  United  States,  according  to  the  condition  of  a 
certain  bond  or  obligation  therein  mentioned,  and  which  in- 
denture of  mortgage  comprised  a  house  and  lot  of  ground,  ly- 

ing  in  the ward  of  the  city  of  New  York ;  and  further 

stating,  that  the  said  L.  M.  had  made  default  in  the  payment 
of  the  said  sum  of  money,  according  to  the  condition  of  such 
bond,  and  thereupon  praying  (set  out  the  prayer  of  the  bill) 
as  by  such  bill  on  file  in  this  court,  will  on  reference  appear. 


f  See  sections  368  et  aeq,  of  preoedlDg  yolame. 

X  If  in  United  States  Courts,  see  p.  312.  See  note  (f )  to  form  of  supple, 
plemental  bill,  as  to  form,  when  bill  of  revivor  and  supplement  united  in 
Virginia  State  Courts. 


852  FORMS   OP   BILLS   IN   SPECIAL   CASES. 

And  your  orator  further  shows,  that  the  said  L.  M.,  heing 
duly  served  with  process,  appeared  to  the  said  original  bill, 
and  put  in  his  answer  thereto ;  and  the  said  cause  being  at 

issue,  th6  same  came  on  to  be  heard  on  the ,  when  the 

court  was  pleased  to  order  and  decree,  &c. 

And  your  orator  further  shows  unto  your  honor,  that  some 
proceedings  have  been  had  before  the  commissioner  to  whom 
this  cause  stands  referred;  but  no  report  hath  yet  been  made 

thereon.     And  further,  that  on  or  about  the ,  the  said 

late  defendant,  L.  M.,  departed  this  life,  leaving  B.  D.,  of 

,  (the  defendant  herein  after  named)  his  heir  at  law,  and 

without  having  devised,  or  in  any  manner  disposed  of  the 
equity  of  redemption  of  and  in  the  said  mortgaged  premises. 

And  your  orator  further  shows  unto  your  honor,  that  the 
said  suit  having  become  abated  by  the  death  of  the  said  late 
defendant,  your  orator  is,  as  he  has  been  advised,  entitled  to 
have  the  said  suit  revived  against  the  said  B.  D.,  as  the  heir 
at  law  of  the  said  L.  M.,  and  to  have  the  said  d«o»««  and 
other  proceedings  had  thereon  prosecuted  and  carried  into  full 
effect  against  the  said  B.  ]>.,  in  like  manner  as  they  could  or 
might  have  had  if  the  said  late  defendant  had  been  still  living. 
(8)  To  the  end,  therefore,  that  the  said  B.  D.  may  show  cause, 
if  he  can,  why  the  said  suit  and  proceedings  therein  should 
not  'Stand  and  be  revived  against  him  as  such  heir  at  law  of 
the  said  late  defendant  as  aforesaid,  and  be  in  the  same  plight 
and  condition  as  the  same  were  in  at  the  time  of  the  abate- 
ment thereof;  and  that  the  said  suit  and  proceedings  had 
therein,  may  stand  and  be  revived  accordingly :  (^)  may  it 
please  your  honor  to  grant  unto  your  orator,  the  writ  of  sub- 
poena (a)  to  revive  the  same,  issuing  out  of  and  under  the  seal 
of  this  honorable  court,  to  be  directed,  &c.,  thereby  command- 
ing the  said  B.  D.,  by  a  certain  day,  [and  under  a  certain  pen- 
alty, to  be  therein  expressed,]  (b)  personally  to  be  and  appear 
before  your  honor,  in  this  honorable  court,  and  then  and  there 
to  show  cause,  if  he  can,  why  the  said  suit,  and  the  proceed- 
ings therein  had,  should  not  stand  and  be  revived  against  him, 
and  be  in  the  same  plight  and  condition  as  the  same  were  at 
the  abatement  thereof;  and  further,  to  stand  to  and  abide 
such  order  and  decree  in  the  premises  as  to  your  honor  may 
seem  meet.     And  your  orator  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

G.  M.,  p,  q. 


(a)  In  Virginia  State  Courts,  the  writ  of  tummong,    (b)  Omit  in  bills  in 
Virginia  State  Courts. 
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FORMS   OF  STATEMENT  IN  BILLS. 

The  following  forms  of  statement  in  special  cases  are  also 
added.  They  should  be  used  in  connection  with  the  General 
Formula  of  Bills  given  on  page  312,  ante. 

Statement  in  hill  for  specific  performance  hy  vendor :  That 
your  orator  was  in  the  month  of  November,  1814,  and  is  now 
seised  in  fee  simple  of,  or  well  able  to  make  a  good  title  to  the 
messuages  and  other  hereditaments  hereinafter  mentioned; 
and  that  in  the  month  of  November,  1814,  your  orator  agreed 
with  [the  purchaser],  of,  &c.,  the  defendant  hereto,  for  the 
sale  of  the  said  messuages  and  premises,  and  he  agreed  with 
your  orator  to  purchase  the  same,  at  or  for  the  price  or  sum  of 
$5,640 ;  and  that  articles  of  agreement  in  writing  were  duly 
signed  and  sealed  by  your  orator  and  the  said  [the  purchaser"] ; 
and  the  same  were  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  (that  is 
to  say.)  And  your  orator  further  sheweth,  that  your  orator 
was  ready  and  willing  to  give  possession  of  the  said  farm  and 

premises  to  the  said  [th^  purchaser],  on  the  said daj  of, 

&c.,  and  to  execute  all  necessary  conveyances  according  to  the 
said  agreement ;  but  the  said  [the  purchaser]  neglected  and 
refused  to  take  possession  thereof,  and  for  that  reason  your 
orator  got  in  the  crops  then  on  the  ground,  and  otherwise 
managed  the  said  farm  according  to  a  proper  course  of  hus- 
bandry, and  your  orator  thereby  incurred  great  expense ;  and 
your  orator  caused  a  notice  to  be  served  on  the  said  [the  pur^ 

chaser],  on  the day  of,  &c.,  and  the  said  notice  warf  v 

in  the  words  and  fibres  following,  (that  is  to  say) — (state 
notice  from  vendor  that  he  was  obliged  to  harvest  the  crops, 
and  should  hold  the  purchaser  responsible  for  all  expenses ;)  as 
by  the  said  notice  to  which,  &c. ;  and  your  orator  further 
sheweth,  that  no  part  of  the  said  purchase  money  hath  been 
paid  to  your  orator  by  the  said  [the  purchaser ;]  and  your 
orator  hath  frequently,  by  himself  and  his  agents,  applied  to 
the  said  [the  purchaser],  requesting  him  specifically  to  per- 
form the  said  agreement,  and  to  pay  the  said  purchase  moneys 
with  interest  for  the  same,  after  the  rate  of  6  per  cent,  per 

annum,  from  the day  of,  &c.,  and  also  the  value  of  the 

said  stock  and  other  things  so  agreed  to  be  valued  as  afore- 
said, and  to  reimburse  your  orator  for  his  expenses  in  culti- 
vating and  keeping  in  repair  the  said  messuages,  farm,  tene- 
ments and  premises ',  and  your  orator  well  hoped,  &c. 
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Statement  in  bill  for  lease  or  sale  of  lands  of  persons 
under  disahUity,  agreeably  to  provisions  of  Code  of  Vir- 
giniay  chap.  128,  sec.  2 ;  That  the  said  E.  T.  is  seised  (or, 
jointly  seised  with  K.,  B.  &  L.)  of  certain  real  estate  lying 

in  the of ,  and  having  thereon,  (here  describe 

condition  of  premises  and  its  boundaries ;)  that  it  is  cleaxly 
to  the  interest  of  the  said  E.  T.  that  the  said  real  estate 
should  be  sold;  that  the  said  E.  T.  is  possessed  of  the  fol- 
lowing other  property,  real  and  personal,  to-wit :  (here  state 
all  the  property,  real  and  personal,  belonging  to  E.  T.,  who 
is  the  person  under  disability ;)  that  this  description  contains 
all  the  property  to  which  the  said  E.  T.  is  entitled,  as^  your 
orator  verily  believes,  [and  that  the  income  of  the  said  E. 
T.  will  not  justify  such  expenditures  upon  the  premises  before 
described,  as  would  make  them  available  for  her  support; 
that  the  said  premises  are  now  in  a  decaying  condition,  the 
houses  thereon  being  greatly  dilapidated  and  every  day  dete- 
riorating in  value,  &c.,  &c.  Make  these  statements,  if  con- 
sistent with  the  facte  of  the  case,  and  add  any  others  which 
may  shew  the  propriety  of  the  sale.] 

FORMS   OF  INTERROGATORIES. 

The  following  are  forms  of  interrogatories  which  may  be 
used  in  bills: 

To  the  end,  therefore,  &c. 

Whether  the  said  defendants  [  ],  or  some,  or  one 

and  which  of  them,  have  or  hath,  or  lately  or  ever  and  when, 
had  in  their,  ot  some,  or  one  and  which  of  their  possession  or 
power,  or  in  the  possession,  or  power  of  their,  or  of  some,  or 
one,  and  which  of  their  attorneys,  solicitors,  or  agents,  attor- 
ney, solicitor,  or  agent,  divers,  or  some  and  what  deeds,  doc- 
uments, letters,  copies  of  letters,  papers,  and  writings,  relating 
to  the  matters  aforesaid,  or  some  and  wliich  of  them,  or  some 
and  what  part  thereof;  and  that  the  said  defendants  tnay  in 
manner  aforesaid  set  forth  a  full  and  true  list  or  schedule  oi 
all  such  deeds,  documents,  letters,  papers,  and  writings, 
relating  to  the  matters  aforesaid,  or  any  of  them,  as  are  or 
ever  were,  in  their  or  any  of  their  possession  or  power,  or  in 
the  possession  or  power  of  their,  or  any  of  their  attorneys, 
solicitors,  or  agents ;  and  may  discover  what  hath  become  of 
such  of  them  as  have  been,  but  are  not  now,  in  their  or  any 
of  their  possession  or  power,  or  in  the  possession  or  power  of 
their,  or  any  of  their  attorneys,  solicitors,  or  agents. 
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And  that  the  said  defendants  may  in  manner  aforesaid 
answer,  and  set  forth  a  full,  true  and  particular  account  of  all 
and  every  the  freehold,  leasehold  and  personal  estate  and 
effects,  which  the  said  [  ]>  a-t  the  time  of  his  death, 

was  seised,  possessed  of,  interested  in  or  entitled  to,  together 
with  the  natures,  kinds,  qualities,  true  and  utmost  value 
thereof,  and  every  part  thereof,  and  what  parts  of  the  same, 
and  what  moneys  arisen  and  produced  from  the  same,  or  other- 
wise in  respect  of  the  sale  thereof,  or  from  the  rents  and 
profits  thereof,  or  otherwise  in  respect  of  the  same,  have, 
and  at  what  times,  been  received,  or  come  to  the  hands,  pos- 
session, or  power  of  the  said  defendants,  or  any  of  them,  or  of 
any  other  person  or  persons,  by  their  or  any  of  their  order,  or 
for  their  or  any  of  their  use,  or  which  might  have  been 
received  by  them  or  any  of  them  but  for  their  or  any  of  their 
willful  default  or  neglect ;  and  how,  or  for  what  purposes  the 
same  and  every  part  thereof  hath  been  applied,  disposed  of 
and  administered :  and  what  respective  balances  have  been 
from  time  to  time  in  the  hands  of  the  said  defendants,  or 
any  of  them,  or  otherwise  due  from  them  or  any  of  them,  in 
respect  of  the  matters  aforesaid :  distinguishing  in  whose 
hands  the  same  or  any  part  thereof  hath  been,  and  the  amount 
of  the  balance  in  each  year,  and  in  what  manner,  and  for 
what  purposes  such  respective  balances  have  been  applied, 
and  what  interest  and  profits  have  been  made  by  them,  the 
said  defendants,  or  any  of  them,  from  the  use  and  employ- 
men  t*thereof,  and  what  is  the  total  amount  or  balance  in  the 
hands  of,  or  due  from  them,  the  said  defendants,  in  respect 
of  the  matters  aforesaid,  and  what  parts,  if  any,  of  the  estate 
and  effects  of  the  said  [  ]  now  remain  unsold,  or  to  be 

got  in,  and  administered,  and  where,  and  in  whose  hands, 
possession,  or  power,  and  why  the  same  has  not  been  got  in 
and  received,  and  what  is  the  amount  thereof; — and  that  the 
said  defendant  [  "  ],  unless  he  shall  admit  assets  of  the 
said  [  ],  deceased,  sufficient  to  answer  any  balance  which 

may  be  found 'due^from  his  estate,  in  respect  of  the  matters 
aforesaid,  may  in  like  manner  set  forth  an  account  of  his 
personal  estate  and  effects,  and  of  the  produce  thereof  pos- 
sessed and  received  by  him  the  said  defendant  [  ],  and 
of  the  amount  or  balance  due  from  him  in  respect  thereof. 

That  the  said  [the  personal  representatives]  may  set  forth  a 
short  particular  of  the  personal  estate  of  the  said  [  ], 

at  his  decease;  and  of  their  receipts  in  respect  thereof,  and  of 
their  payments  thereout,  and  the  amount  of  the  debts  due  by 
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the  said  [  ]  at  his  decease,  and  the  amount  of  such 

debts  still  unpaid,  and  by  what  documents  the  items  of  such 
estate,  and  of  the  receipts  and  payments  thereout  appear. 

That  the  said  [the  trustees]  may  set  forth  a  short  particular 
of  all  the  [freehold  and  leasehold]  estates,  which  the  said 

S]  was  seised  of,  or  entitled  unto,  at  the  time  of  his 
eath,  and  of  all  the  rents,  income  and  produce  of  the*  said 
real  estates,  which  have  been,  and  in  what  years  and  from 
what  estates,  received  by  the  said  last  named  defendants,  or 
either  of  them,  or  by  any  other  persons,  and  whom,  for  their 
or  either  of  their  use,  and  of  the  purposes  to  which  the  same 
have  been  applied,  and  of  the  amount  due  from  the  said  last 
mentioned  defendants  on  account  thereof;  and  by  what  books 
and  documents  the  items  of  such  receipts  appear. 

FORMS   OF  PRAYER. 

The  following  are  forms  of  prayer  in  special  cases  : 

That  the  said  defendants  [  ]  may  either  admit  assets 

of  the  said  [  ],  deceased,  ade4uate  for  that  purpose,  or 

that  all  proper  accounts  of  the  estate  of  the  said  [  ] 

may  be  taken,  and  directions  given  for  the  payment  of  what 
shall  be  found  due  as  aforesaid. 

That  the  will  of  the  said  [the  testator]  may  be  established, 
and  the  trusts  thereof  carried  into  execution  under  the  direc- 
tion of  this  honorable  Court. 

That  the  trusts  of  the  said  indenture  may  be  carried  into 
execution  under,  &c. 

That  the  said  defendant  may  be  declared  to  be  a  trustee  for 
your  orator  of  the  said  trust  funds  and  premises  comprised  in 
the  said  indenture  of  settlement. 

That  it  may  be  declared  that  the  said  sum  of  $ ,  be- 
queathed to  the  [  ]  by  the  said  will,  hath  become  appli- 
cable to  the  trusts  of  the  said  indenture. 

That  an  account  may  be  taken  under  the  direction  of  this 
honorable  Court,  of,  &c. 

Of  all  such  parts  of  the  leasehold  and  personal  estate  of  the 
said  [  ],  and  of  the  moneys  arisen  and  produced  there- 

from, and  of  the  rents,  profits,  and  produce  thereof,  as  have 
been  possessed  or  received  by  the  said  defendants  [  ], 

or  any  of  them,  or  by  their,  or  any  of  their  order,  or  for  their, 
or  any  of  their  use. 
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Or  which,  without  their,  or  some  or  one  of  their  willful 
default,  might  have  been  so  received. 

That  the  balance  due  from  the  said  defendant  on  such 
account  may  be  ascertained. 

That  the  said  defendants  may  severally  answer  and  pay 
into  Court  the  balances  which  may  be  found  due  from  them 
on  such  accounts. 

In  case  it  shall  appear  that  the  said  rents  and  profits  are 
insufficient  for  that  purpose,  then  that  it  may  be  declared  that 
the  said  legacies  ought  to  be  raised  by  sale  or  mortgage  of  the 
said  devised  estates. 

That  the  said  freehold  and  leasehold  hereditaments,  or  a 
competent  part  thereof,  may  be  sold,  and  all  necessary  parties 
may  be  ordered  to  join  with  your  orator  in  executing  such 
conveyances  and  assurances  of  the  said  premises,  as  may  be 
necessary. 

That  the  outstanding  debts,  securities,  and  other  the  per- 
sonal estate  of  the  said  [  ]  may  be  got  in  and  con- 
verted into  money. 

That  proper  directions  may  be  given  for  the  management 
of  the  said  hereditaments,  and  for  the  application  thereof  and 
of  the  rents  of  the  same,  to  the  payment  of  the  said  debts, 
and  all  other  debts  of  the  said  [  ]  in  a  due  course  of 

administration. 

That  all  proper  directions  may  be  given  for  effectuating 
the  purposes  aforesaid. 

That  proper  directions  may  be  given  for  the  application  of 
the  balance  which  shall  be  found  due  from  the  said  defendants 
on  the  said  account. 

That  all  proper  directions  may  be  given  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  estate  and  effects  of  the  said  [  ],  under  the 
directions  of  this  honorable  Court.            ' 

That  the  clear  residue  of  the  said,  testator's  real  and  per- 
sonal estate  may  be  secured  for  the  benefit  of  the  several 
persons  entitled  thereto,  according  to  their  respective  interests 
therein,  pursuant  to  the  trusts  of  the  said  will. 

That  due  provision  may  be  made  for  the  investment  of  the 
said  sum  of  9  ,  under  the  direction  of  the  Court,  and 
upon  the  trusts  by  the  said  will  declared  concerning  the  same. 
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That  it  may  be  ascertained  who,  in  the  events  that  hare 
happened,  have  become  entitled  to  the  said  trust  estates. 

That  the  said  defendant  may  be  declared  to  have  forfeited 
all  his  interest  in  the  said  trust  funds,  and  that  the  same,  in 
the  events  which  have  happened,  have  become  vested  in  your 
orators  under  the  limitations  of  the  said  indenture. 

That  the  said  sum  of  ? -,  bequeathed  to  the  said  defend- 
ant [  ],  by  the  said  will,  may  be  declared  to  be  in  full 
satisfaction  of  the  same  sum  so  covenanted  to  be  settled  by 
the  said  [the  testator]  upon  the  said  defendant  by  the  said 
marriage  articles  bearing  date,  &c. 

That  the  said  defendant  may  be  restrained  by  the  injanc- 
tion  of  this  honorable  coiirt  from  transferring  or  paying  over 
the  said  Bank  Annuities,  or  any  part  thereof,  to  any  person 
or  persons,  and  from  receiving,  paying,  assigning,  disposing, 
transferring^  or  in  any  wise  intermeddling  with  the  real  and 
personal  estate  and  effects  of  the  said  [  ],  deceased,  or 

any  part  thereof,  and  the  rents,  profits,  dividends,  or  produce 
of  the  same  respectively,  or  any  part  of  the  same. 

That  some  proper  person  may  be  appointed  receiver  of  the 
personal  estate  and  effects  of  the  said  [  ],  deceased, 

and  of  the  profits,  dividends,  and  produce  thereof,  [inclading 
the  share  of  the  said  testator  in  the  said  co-partnership  assets,] 
and  of  the  rents  and  profits  of  the  said  real  estates. 

That  a  receiver  may  be  appointed  by  this  honorable  Court 
to  collect,  get  in,  and  receive  the  outstanding  personal  estate 
and  effects  of  the  said  [  ]. 

That  the  said  [the  purchaser]  may  be  decreed  to  perform 

specifically  on  his  part  the  said  agreement  of  the day  of, 

&c.,  and  to  pay  to  your  orator  the  said  sum  of  $— — ,  with 
interest  thereon,  at  the  rate  of  6  per  centum  per  annum, 

from  the day  of,  &c. ;  and  that  the  value  of  the  said 

stock,  and  other  things  so  agreed  to  be  valued  as  aforesaid, 
and  the  amount  of  your  orator's  expenses  in  getting  in  the 
crops  of  the  said  farm  of  the  year  1816,  and  in  otherwise 
managing  the  said  farm,  may  be  ascertained  under  the  direc- 
tion of  this  honorable  Court,  and  that  the  amount  thereof 
may  be  paid  to  your  orator  by  the  said  defendant,  your  orator 
being  ready  and  willing  to  convey  the  said  premises  to  the 
said  defendant,  or  as  he  shall  appoint. 
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Ibr  an  injunction.-'^And  that  the  said  C.  D.  and  E.  F., 
their  attorneys,  agents,  and  all  others,  may  be  restrained  by 
an  injunction  issuing  out  of  this  Court,  from  proceeding  fur- 
ther against  your  orator,  in  the  said  action  commenced  against 
him  in  the  said  Court  of  this  State,  and  now  piending  and  at 
issue  therein,  for  the  recovery  of  the  possession  of  said  prem- 
ises, with  their  appurtenances;  and  also  from  instituting  a  » 
proceeding  in  any  new  or  other  action  at  law,  for  the  recovery 
of  the  possession  of  said  premises,  or  any  part  thereof.  And 
that  your  orator  may  have  (prater  for  general  relief.)  May 
it  please  the  Court  to  grant  unto  your  orator  the  writ  of  in- 
junction, commanding  the  said  C.  D.  and  E.  F.,  their  attor- 
neys, i^ents,  and  all  others,  absolutely  to  desist  and  refrain 
£rom  proceeding  further  against  your  orator  in  the  said  action 
as  above. 

Ihr  a  ne  exeat — in  TJ.  S.  Circuit  Courts.-^And  that  the 
said  defendants  may  be  stayed  by  the  writ  of  tie  exeat  regno* 
from  departing  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Court.  And 
that  your  orator  {^prayer  for  general  relief^  May  it  please 
your  honor  to  grant  unto  your  orator  the  writ  of  ne  exeat 
regno  staying  the  said  C.  D.  and  E.  F.,  or  either  of  them, 
from  departing  into  parts  beyond  this  State,  and  out  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  Court,  without  leave  first  had. 
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See  pp.  250>259;  also  281-293  ;  also,  pp.  295,  296,  297,  298,  308,  309; 
310,  311,  ante. 

Foreclosure  of  mortgages,  A  person  entitled  to  a  part  only  of  a 
sam  of  money  secnred  on  mortgage,  cannot  file  a  bill  for  a  loreelosnre 
without  making  the  other  persons  entitled  to  the  residue,  parties.  Lowe 
«.  Morgan,  1  Bro.  Ch.  Ca.  363.  See  Palmer  v.  The  Earl  of  Carlisle,  1 
Sim.  A  Stu.  423,  and  Spence's  Eq.  Ju.  vol.  II.,  p.  674. 

For  cases  of  bills  of  foreclosure  filed  against  infants,  see  Booth  v.  Rich , 
1  Vern.  295;  Goodier  v,  Ashton,  18  Yes.  83,  2d  edit. ;  Mondey  v.  Mondey, 
1  Yes.  A  Bea.  228,  and  1  Madd.  Ch.  Pr.  532 ;  also,  II  Lom.  Dig.  R.  P. 
399  ;  against  married  women,  3  P.  Wms.  352 ;  11  Lom.  Dig.  R.  P.  399. 

With  regard  to  making  all  incumbrancers  parties,  see  Bishop  of  Win-> 
cheater  v.  Bearer,  3  Yes.  314,  '15,  2d  edition,  and  cases  there  referred  to. 


*  So  oalled  in  Rules  of  United  States  Supreme  Court. 
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To  a  bill  of  foreelosure  against  the  principal  mortgagor,  the  mortgagor 
of  another  estate  as  a  collateral  seenritj  is  a  necessary  party.  Stokes  v, 
Giendon,  3  Swanst.  150  A ;  8.  G.  2  Bro.  Ch.  Ca.  275  n.  All  persons  having 
an  interest  in  the  equity  of  redemption  must  be  made  parties  to  a  bill  of 
foreclosure.  Calverly  v.  Phelps,  6  Madd.  229  :  in  this  case,  the  equity  of 
redemption  had  been  conreyed  to  trastees  upon  trust  to  sell  and  pay  off 
^  incumbraneesi  and  divide  the  surplus  amongst  certain  persons  specified, 
with  a  power  to  the  trustees  to  gire  receipts  to  purchasers ;  the  ce$tuu  qw 
tru9t  were  held  to  be  necessary  parties  to  the  bill  filed  by  a  mortgagee  for 
a  foreclosure. 

The  executors  or  administrators,  and  not  the  heirs  of  the  mortgagee 
of  slaves,  should  bring  the  bill  to  foreclose.  Harrison  v.  Harrison  et  als., 
1  Call,  419.  And  if  there  be  no  executors  or  administrators,  it  should  be 
suggested,  and  the  children  of  the  mortgagee  should  be  made  parties. 
Ibid, 

In  a  bill  to  foreclose  a  mortgage,  the  devisees  of  the  land  mortgaged 
ought  to  be  parties  defendant,  and  not  the  executors  of  the  mortgagor. 
Graham's  executors  v.  Carter,  2  H.  i;  M.  <t. 

Where  lands  devised  to  be  sold  have  been  sold  by  one  of  several  execu- 
tors, all  the  executors  ought  to  be  parties  to  a  suit  to  foreclose  a  mortgage 
previously  existing  upon  those  lands.  So,  also,  all  the  purchasers,  in 
order  to  be  subjected  to  a  ratable  contribution  to  satisfy  the  mortgage. 
Southgato  V.  Taylor,  i  Munf.  420. 

Upon  a  bill  by  mortgagee  against  mortgagor  to  foreclose,  satisfaction  or 
release  presumed  from  the  lapse  of  twenty  years,  such  presumption  being 
corroborated  by  other  circumstances.  Jones'  adm'x.  v.  Comer's  ez'rs.,  5 
Leigh,  350.  See  IL  Lorn.  Dig.  R.  P.  398;  4  Eent  Com.  182;  12  Yea. 
266;  2  Bro.  Ch.  Ca.  289;  Hughes  v,  Edwards,  9  Wheat  489. 

A  deed  of  mortgage  containing  a  clause  which  provides  that  after  de- 
fault the  mertgagee^  may  enter  on  the  property  ani  receive  the  rents, 
issues  and  profits  thereof  for  their  own  indemnity,  it  is  contended  that  no 
sale  should  be  decreed,  unless  the  profits  are  inadequate  for  such  indem- 
nity, though  there  is  on  the  deed  an  absolute  conveyance  of  the  fee,  with 
a  defeasance  in  case  of  payment  The  right  of  the  mortgagees  to  have  a 
foreclosure  and  sale,  is  not  impaired  by  the  above-mentioned  clause. 
Harkins  v.  Forsyth  et  als.,  11  Leigh.  294. 

The  mortgagee  may  proceed  at  law  on  Ms  bond  or  covenant,  at  the 
same  time  that  he  is  proceeding  on  his  mortgage  in  equity ;  or  he  may, 
after  a  foreclosure  and  sale,  sue  at  law  on  his  bond  for  the  deficiency. 
But  he  cannot,  by  means  of  a  bill  to  foreclose,  obtain,  at  once,  the  whole 
effect  of  a  suit  in  equity  upon  the  mortgage,  and  of  a  suit  at  law  upon 
Ihe  bond.  On  the  bill  to  foreclose,  he  will  be  confined  to  the  mortgaged 
subject    Such  a  suit  is  not  intended  to  act  in  ptmnam*    DonUey  e. 
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Van  Buren  and  als.,  B  Jolin.  Oh.  Bep.  330 ;  Jones,  Ao.  v,  Oonde  and  wife,  6 
John.  Oh.  Bep.  77 ;  Hughes,  Ao.  t.  Edwards  and  wife,  9  Wh«at.  489 ; 
Davis  y.  Battyne,  2  Bass,  is  Mye.  76. 

A  mortgagee  of  stock  is  not  bonnd  to  bring  a  bUl  of  foredosorei  but 
may  sell  it.    Tucker  y.  Wilson,  1  P.  W.  261. 

The  rents  and  profits  receiyed  by  the  mortgagor,  or  equitable  owner  in 
possession  of  land,  and  which  haye  accrued  before  an  order  of  sequestra- 
tion is  made,  cannot  be  recoyered  from  him  by  the  mortgagee  or  yendor. 
Clarke  y.  Curtis,  1  Grat  289. 

Equity  of  redemption, — It  may  be  stated  generally,  that  eyery  person 
claiming  any  interest,  legal  or  equitable,  in  the  property  mortgaged  under 
or  through  the  mortgagor,  by  conyeyance,  by  operation  of  law  or  other- 
wise, that  is,  in  privity  of  title,  has  a  right  to  redeem  the  property  in 
order  to  make  his  own  claims  avaitable,  whether  those  who  may  haye  a 
prior  claim  to  redeem  are  willing  or  not.  2  Fonb.  168;  2  Spenoe's  Eq. 
Jnr.  660.   . 

The  owner  of  the  equity  of  redemption  of  part  of  the  estate  in  mort- 
gige,  cannot  separately  redeem  his  part ;  the  mortgagee  has  a  right  to 
insist  that  the  whole  of  the  mortgaged  estate  shall  be  redeemed  together; 
else,  as  Sir  Thomas  Plumer  observed,  if  the  estate  were  sold  in  twenty 
lots,  there  might  be  twenty  bills.  Cholmondeley  v.  Clinton,  2  Jac.  ^ 
W.  134»  cited  by  Spence,  2  Eq.  Jur.  666. 

It  is  now  settled,  that  the  mortgagor  cannot  file  a  bill  to  redeem  until 
after  the  time  fixed  for  payment  of  the  mortgage  money  has  expired. 
Brown  y.  Cole,  14  Sim.  p.  428,  cited  by  Spence,  2  vol.  p.  668. 

In  the  English  Courts,  on  a  bill  to  redeem,  if  party  plaintiff  does  not 
redeem  the  mortgage  by  paying  principal,  interest  and  costs,  ascertained 
by  the  master,  the  bill  will  be  dismissed,  which  is  equivalent  to  decreeing 
foreclosure.  1  Had.  Ch.  530.  In  the  Virginia  State  Courts,  the  decree 
will  be  that,  upon  the  plaintiff's  payix\|;  what  is  due  on  mortgage,  ine,, 
*then  mortgagee  shall  convey  to  him  mortgaged  premises ;  and  if  not,  then 
that  plaintiff  be  foreclosed  of  all  equity  of  redemption,  and  that  the  mort« 
gaged  premises  be  sold,  Ac.    See  Turner  y.  Turner,  3  Munf.  66. 

As  a  general  rule,  there  can  be  no  "redemption  of  a  mortgage  after 
twenty  years  possession.  Whiting  v.  White,  Coop.  4 ;  Beckford  «.  Wade, 
17  Ves.  99 ;  Anon.  3  Atk.  313 ;  unless  circumstances  are  proved  by  the 
'  mortgagor,  showing  an  acknowledgment  of  his  title  by  the  mortgagee ; 
Barron  v.  Martin,  19  Tes.  327;  or  unless  the  mortgagor  has  labored  under 
an  impediment ;  and,  even  in  that  case,  according  to  Lord  Kenyon's 
opinion,  there  can  be  no  redemption  after  ten  years  firom  the  time  the 
impediment  has  been  remtoved.    Beckford  v.  Wade,  17  Ves.  99. 

On  a.  bill  for  redemption  against  the  mortgagor  of  slaves,  parol  testi- 
mony is  admissible  to  prove  that  a  bill  of  sale  appearing  absolute  on  its 
face,  was,  in  fact,  intended  as  a  mortgage ;  especially,  if  it  appear  from 
31 
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written  doonments  that  the  mortgagor  was  suffered  to  remain  in  posses. 
sion  of  the  sUtoi  after  sneh  bill  of  sale  was  given.  Ross  t.  Noirell,! 
Wash.  14. 

Specific  p€r/ormance.^~CovTts  of  Bqnitj  decree  the  speoifie  ezeeatitB 
of  oontraots  in  cases  where  the  legal  remedj  of  the  party  is  inadeqosti^ 
Thus,  a  oontraot  of  land  may  be  speeifically  exeonted  in  Chancery,  lie. 
eanse  each  piece  of  land  has  a  ralne  arising  from  its  local  sitaation  aadf. 
eiroumstances,  peonliar  to  itself;  especially  in  relation  to  particnlftr  pe»»'' 
sons.  Damages  in  such  case  being  founded  on  the  mere  market  TalQe  of 
the  property,  would  not  in  general  be  an  adequate  compensation  to  As 
disappointed  party;  (II.  Bob.  Pr.  167,  and  eases  cited.)  But  equity  will 
not,  in  general,  decree  in  favor  of  a  vendee  a  specific  execution  of  cot> 
tract  relating  to  personal  chattels,  because  usually  damages  given  at  hw 
would  be~a  perfect  compensation  in  such  cases.  (See  IL  Bob.  Pr.  H7,' 
and  cases  cited.)  Yet  there  are  cases,  in  the  books,  in  which  spedfie 
performance  of  contracts  relating  to  personalty  has  been  enforced  in 
equity,  because  in  the  particular  eases,  damages  at  law  did  not  afford  a 
complete  remedy.    (IL  Rob.  Pr.  168,  and  cases  cited.) 

A  party  who  has  obtained  an  inequitable  bargain,  will  not  be  rtceived 
in  a  Court  of  equity  to  demand  its  performance.  •  If  the  inadequacy  of 
consideration  be  so  great  as  to  render  the  bargain  hard  and  unconscion- 
able, equity  will  refuse  its  aid  to  enforce  the  contract  and  will  leave  the 
parties  to  contest  their  lights  in  a  court  of  law.     6  John.  C.  B.  322. 

Illegality  in  a  contract  will  prevent  speeiio  performance.  II  Lom.  Dig. 
R.  P.  69. 

The  remedy  in  equity  must  be  mutual,  and  where  a  bill  will  lie  for  the 
purchaser,  it  will  also  lie  for  the  vendor.  See  Adderly  o.  Dixon,  1  Sim.  ft 
Stu.  607.  II.  Bob.  Pr.  168.  IL  Lpmax's  Dig.  Beal  Pro.  55.  Upon  this 
ground.  Lord  Bedesdale  questioned  whether,  in  cases  arising  under  the 
statute  of  frauds,  the  plaintiff  could  have  specific  petformance  of  an 
agreement  signed  by  the  defendant  and  not  by  the  plaintiff;  Lawrenson 
T.  Butler*  1  Sch.  k  Lef.  20 ;  but  it  has  been  ruled  that  he  could,  by  Chan- 
cellor Kent,  and  the  Court  of  Errors  in  N.  Y.  See  Clason  y.  Bailey,  14 
John*  Bep.  489.  In  case  of  an  infant  plaintiff,  however,  suing  by  a  next 
friend,  because  the  act  of  filing  bill  did  not  bind  infant,  specific  perform- 
ance of  a  contract  was  not  decreed.  See  flight  v.  Bolland,  4  Buss.  298. 
IL  Lomax's  Digest  Beal  Property,  52,  66. 

(f  The  plaintiff  in  equity,  if  he  has  not  performed  his  part  of  the  agree- 
ment, must  not  only  show  that  he  was  in  no  default  in  not  having  per- 
formed it,  but  must  also  allege  thafr  he  is  still  leady  to  peiform  it.  See  1 
Fonb.  Equity,  891,  note  d ;  Sugden  on  Vendors,  860. 

When  one  person  enters  into  an  agreement  with  another  for  the  Yienefit 
of  a  third  person,  inch  third  person  may  come  into  a  eourt  of  equity  and 
compel  a  speoifio  performance.    Hook  t.  Einear,  in  note,  3  Swanat  411, 
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•B  a  bin  seeks  to  charge  *rendor  with  loss  sustained  hy  reasofi  oT  par- 
monkey  remaining  nnprodnotiTe  in  plaintiff's  (vendee's)  hands,  no* 
to  the  vendor  is  essential.   See  Pew^ll  y.  Martjr,  8  Yes.  145.   Winter 
ades,.2  Sim.  &  Stn.  393. 

a  bill  is  filed  against  several  purchasers  of  different  lots,  at  a  sale  by 

ition,  they  may  demar  for  mmltifarioasness.     Brookes  r.  Lord  Whit- 

,  1  Madd.  Rep.  88.     Reyner  v.  J«lian,  2  Dick,  <677,  and  note  (b)  to 

add.  144. 

tn  Heaphy  t.  Hfll,  2  Sim.  &  Stv.  29,  the  bill  by  the  lessee  for  a  speoifio 

ormanoe  was  dismissed,  not  having  been  filed  for  more  than  two  years 

r  the  treaty  had  been  breken  off,  and  the  defendant  had  refused  to 

brm  the  <soBtraot. 

f  A  party,  unless  he  has  shewn  himself  prompt  and  desirous,  cannot  caH 
I  for  specific  performance. '  II  Lorn,  Dig.  R.  P.  70,  72, 73.  See  McCue  y. 
iRalvten,  9  G^rat.  43«. 

As  to  ^ases  when  specific  performance  wHl  he  decreed  against  infantSy 
luiaiics,  and  hnsl»and  and  wife,  «ee  II.  Lomax's  ^Digest  Real  Property^ 
12,  53.    When  not,  at  suit  of  husband  and  wife,  Watts  et  als.  y.  Kinney 
.  et  ttX«  ,a-I*ei«lu  21*1. 

When  a  purchaser  takes  possession,  with  notice  of  a  defect,  which  It  is 

'i«iiii*wi.muiici  n  vrfte  tbmedied,  he  cannot  be  compelled  to  cofeaplete  his 

purchflse ;  Duncan  y.  flafe,  t  Mees.  ft  Wils.  244 ;  and  acts  of  ownership 

after  an  authorised  possession,  are  of  no  importaoce.    Osborne  v.  Harvey, 

1  Yo.  4;  Col.  C.  C,  11«,  cited  by  Whitworth,  Bq.  PI.  note  («)  to  p.  226. 

Defects  which  are  patent  are  not  ground  for  resisting  specific  perform- 
ance.   II.  Lorn.  Dig.  R.  P.  65. 

Defieienoy  if  considerable  in  the  quandty  of  land  sold  is  a  ground  for 
refusing  specific  performance ;  Jackson  y.  Ligon,  3  Leigh,  1-61 ;  II.  Lorn. 
Dig.  R.  P.  60 ;  although  the  quantity  was  described  at  mor^  or  lest.   Ibid. 

[A  deficiency  of  five  acres  and  a  fraction  In  a  parcel  described  as  41 
acres  by  estimation,  more  or  less,  was  held  not  sufficient  to  refuse  speeifio 
performance.    II.  Lorn.  Dig.  R.  P.  <61.]     See  1  Manf.  330;  4  Munf.  832; 

2  H.  4;  M.  164 ;  6  CaU,  1 ;  5  Munf.  342 ;  5  Leigh,  48,  59. 
The  contract  to  be  specifically  performed  must  be  certain.    II.  Lorn* 

Dig.  Real  Prop.  62. 

A  misdescription  ef  the  estate,  thongb  without  fraud,  is  an  objection  te 
specific  performance.    II.  Lorn.  Dig.  R.  P.  58. 

Clear  mistake  and  surprise,  in  a  contract  for  sale  and  purohase  of  an 
estate,  is  an  objection  to  specifie  performance,  if  the  substanee  of  the  con- 
tract be  materially  affected.  II.  Lonu  Dig.  R.  P.  66-67.  Graham  y. 
fiendren,  5  Munf.  185. 

Compromise  of  a  doubtful  right  is  a  sufficient  oonsideration  for  a  con- 
tract that  will  be  specifically  performed,  though  the  right  tun  out  on  th^ 
other  side«    IL  Lonv.  Dig.  K#  P.  68.. 
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Saving  tiie  honor  of  a  father  and  his  family,  a  Bnfficient  inducement  to 
a  contract  that  will  be  specifically  enforced.    II.  Lorn.  Big.  R.  P.  68. 

[An  agreement  to  settle  boundaries  will  be  speoifioally  enforced.  1  Vai. 
460.] 

The  assignee  for  value  of  a  note  given  for  the  purchase  money  of  land, 
may  maintain  a  suit  against  his  assignor^  the  vendor  and  the  vendee,  for 
a  specific  execution  of  contract,  in  a  case  proper  for  such  relief.  Hamta 
V.  Wilson,  4kc.,  3  Grat.  243. 

The  application  for  a  specific  execution  of  a  contract,  is  addressed  to 
the  sound  discretion  of  the  court.    He  who  asks  it  must  have  shown  him- 
self prompt  and  willing  to  comply  with  the  contract  on  his  part;  and  the 
prayer  will  not  be  granted  if  it  would  be  inequitable  towards  the  other 
party ;  Bowles  v.  Woodson,  6  Grat.  78 :  in  this  oaBC,  vendee  paid  a  part 
of  purchase  money,  and  failing  to  comply  further,  though  required  so  to 
do  by  the  vendee,  on  such  failure  the  vendor  disclaimed  the  contract,  bat 
pay  back  the  purchase  money  paid.   Six  years  after,  the  vendeo 
enforce  the  contract :  this  was  refused;  but  held,  the  vendee  was 
have  the  money  he  had  paid  returned  to  him. 
/^  A  parol  contract  for  exchange  of  lands  partly  executed  by  delivery  of 
/  possesaion  and  acts  or  ownersh^  over  the  land  received  in  possession, 
/  specifically  enforced  in  equity.    Parriil  v.  MoiEijiie/,  •  Ox«w  i.    z-.  ihu 
{    oase,  there  was  a  deed  executed  by  one  of  the  parties,  conveying  Ips  land 
I    to  the  other,  and  though  not  delivered,  it  wtd  held  a  sufficient  memoran- 
\   dum  in  writing  to  bind  the  grantor,  under  the  statute  of  frauds. 
>     Other  oases  in  which  specific  performance  decreed — Foley  v.  McEeown, 
4  Leigh,  627 ;  Smith  v.  Jones,  7  Leigh,  165 ;  Clarke,  &e.  v.  Curtis,  11 
Leigh,  559;  WilUams.v.  Lewis,  6  Leigh,  686. 

Other  cases  in  which  specific  performance  refused — Moore's  adm'rs.  t. 
Fiti  Randolph  and  als.,  6  Leigh,  175;  Payne  v.  Graves,  5  Leigh,  561) 
,Pigg  V.  Corder,  12  Leigh,  A9 ;  McCann  v.  James,  1  Rob.  256 ;  Bryan  t. 
Lofftus's  adm'rs^  1  Rob.  12. 

DUeovery. — ^See  Code  of  Virginia,  ohap.  176,  sec.  38—40.  See  pp.252, 
253,  254 ,'  also  p.  303,  ante.  See  also  Gregory's  adm'r  v.  Marx's  adm'r,  1 
Band-  355 ;  Rankin  v.  Bradford  and  als.,  1  Leigh,  163  ;  Harden's  ez'ors 
V.  Harden,  2  Leigh,  572 ;  Meie  v.  Mayse,  6  Rand.  658 ;  Bass  v.  Bass^ 
4  H.  A  M.  478;  and  Webster  v.  Couch,  6  Rand.  619. 

For  injunction  to  Judgmente  at  2ai0.-"(See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  179, 
pcueisn,)  Courts  of  equity  relievo  against  judgments  at  law,  not  beeaase 
they  "Wtatt^ongf  but  because  of  some  new  matter  which  the  court  of  law 
did  not  4>r  could  not  pronounce  a  judgment  on,'  or  which,  for  some  jait 
aause,  the  party  could  not  bring  to  the  consideration  of  the  court  Green, 
J.,  in  Garland  v.  Rives,  4  Rand.  316.  When  a  cause  has  been  fully  heard 
and  decided  in  a  court  of  law  having  competent,  jurisdiction  over  th:  lab- 
ject,  equity  will  not  interfere  merely  because  injustice  may  have  leen 
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done  at  law.  On  the  oontrary,  it  will  refuse  its  interference  upon  aify 
ground  of  which  the  court  of  law  had  cognizance,  unless  the  complainacot 
shew  a  sufficient  excuse  for  having  failed  to  ohtain  redress  at  law.  Ein- 
caid  v.  Cuningham,  2  Munf.  1 ;  Auditor  y.  Nicholas,  2  Munf.  31 ;  Dust  r. 
Conrod  and  als.,  5  Munf.  411 ;  Corr,  J.,  in  Chapman  v.  Harrison,  4  Band. 
338 ;  Brown  v.  Tool's  adm'r,  5  Rand.  543 ;  CaheU's  ez'rs  v.  Roberts's 
adm'rs,  6  Rand.  580;  Taylor,  (Ch.)  in  Tanoey  y.  Fenwiok,  4H.  &  M., 
423. 

In  order  to  obtain  a  new  trial  from  equity,  fraud  or  surprise  must  be 
suggested  and  proved,  or  it  must  appear  that  some  material  adventitious 
circumstance  has  arisen,  which  could  not  have  been  foreseen  or  guarded 
against.  Terrell  v.  Dick,  1  Call,  546;  2  H.  A  M.  139;  2  H.  A  M.  408; 
2  Munf.  253 ;  2  Munf.  290.  When  it  is  shewn  that  the  complainant  might 
have  defended  himself  at  law,  but  for  the  fraud  and  surprise  practised  on 
him  by  the  opposite  party  or  his  agent,  this  will  give  equity  jurisdiction 
to  relieve  against  the  judgment,  if,  upon  the  other  circumstances  of  the 
ease,  the  party  be  entitled  to  relief.  II  Rob.  Pr.  214 ;  also.  King  v.  Smith 
and  als.,  2  Leigh,  157 ;  Poindezter  y.  Waddy,  6  Munf.  418 ;  6  Rand.  1 ; 
Lee  y.  Baird,  Ac,  4  H.  A  M.  463 ;  West's  ez'or  v.  Logwood,  6  Munf.  491 ; 
Hord  v.  Dishman,  5  Call,  279 ;  Mayo  ▼.  Bentiey,  4  Call,  528 ;  Mason  y. 
Nelson,  11  Leigh,  227. 

[A  bill  of  injunction  will  lie  to  restrain  proceedings  on  decree  obtained 
by  surprise.    Callaway  v.  Alexander,  Ac,  8  Leigh,  114.] 

Cases  in  which  court  of  equity  has  refused  relief  against  judgment  be- 
cause of  neglect  to  defend  at  law.  Donally  v.  Ginatt's  adm'r.,  5  Leigh, 
359;  Haden  v.  Garden,  7  Leigh,  157;  Bierne  v,  Mann  and  als.,  5  Leigh, 
364 ;  Turner  v.  Davis  and  als.,  7  Leigh,  227 ;  Collins  and  als.  y.  Jones,  6 
Leigh,  530 ;  Morgan  v.  Carson,  7  Leigh,  238. 

Cases  in  which  court  of  equity  has  refused  relief,  when  party  plaintiff 
alleged  surprise,  when  party  nught  have  had  fuU  redress  by  suffering  a 
non-suit — Tarply's  adm'r  v.  Dobyn's,  1  Wash.  185;  Oswald,  Ac  v.  Tyler, 
Ac,  4  Rand.  44. 

Refusal  of  relief  against  judgment  for  causes  other  than  neglect  to 
defend  at  law — Taylor,  (Ch.)  in  Williamson's  adm'r  y.  Applebury,  1  Hen. 
A  Munf.  208  ;  Jordan's  adm'r  v.  Williams,  3  Rand.  501.  See  also  Norris 
y.  Hume,  2  Leigh,  331.^  In  this  last  case,  the  plaintiff  averred  in  his  bill 
that  *'  though  he  was  unable  to  prove  the  matter  of  his  plea,  (a  special 
plea  in  bar,)  on  the  trial  at  law,  he  was  then  able  to  prove  it,"  without 
suggesting  fraud,  accident,  mistake  or  otiier  circumstance  which  prevent- 
ed him  from  establishing  his  defence  at  law— the  court  held  that  chancery 
has  no  jurisdiction  to  grant  relief  in  the  case. 

When  materii^  evidence  has  been  discovered  after  judgment^  if  the 
party  failed  to  procure  for  causes  beyond  his  control,  equity  will  relieve 
against  judgment  by  granting  a  new  trial :  3  Desau.  310 :  but  if  he  could 
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with  ordinary  diligeDce  hare  known,  and  obtained  the  evidence  in  Ume,  it 
is  not  a  sufficient  ground  for  new  trial.  D^  Lima  v.  Glassel's  adm'r.,  4  H. 
A  M.  369.    See  Arthur  v,  Ghavis,  6  Band.  142. 

When  a  purchaser  comes  into  a  court  of  equity  for  relief  against  a 
judgment  at  law,  on  the  ground  of  defect  in  ▼endor's  title  to  part  of  the 
tract  of  land  purchased,  it  is  not  enough  for  him  to  allege  such  defect  or 
waflt  of  title ;  but  he  must  proye  an  actual  eviction,  or  superior  title  in 
some  other  person.  Tancey  t.  Lewis,  4  Hen.  A  Munf.  890.  See  also  Grant- 
land  r,  Wight,  6  Munf.  295. 

Sometimes  matter  arising  subsequent  to  judgment  makes  its  enforcemenl  * 
improper,  and  there  equity  will  relieve.    See  Boyairs  adm'rs  v.  Johnson 
and  als.,  1  Band.  421 ;  Miller's  ex'rs  v.  Bice  and  als.,  1  Band.  438 ;  also, 
Crawford  v.  Thurmond  and  als.,  3  Leigh,  85. 

And  any  fact  which  clearly  proves  it  to  be  against  conscience  to  execute 
a  judgment,  and  of  which  the  injured  party  would  not  have  availed  him- 
self in  a  court  of  law,  will  justify  an  application  to  a  court  of  chancery. 
Marine  Ins.  Co.  v.  Hodgson,  4  Craneh,  336,  cited  II  Bob.  Pr.  218.  See 
Boyall's  adm'r  v.  Boyall's  adm'r,  5  Munf.  82 ;  Pendleton's  adm'rs  v.  Stuart, 
Ac,  6  Munf.  377;  Pickett,  Ac.  v.  Stewart,  Ac,  1  Band.  478. 

A  court  of  chancery  in  Virginia  may  injoin  a  person  on  whom  its  pro- 
cess can  be  served,  from  proceeding  on  a  judgment  of  another  State.  II 
Bob.  ^r,  224. 

A  State  court  has  no  jurisdiction  to  injoin  a  judgment  of  the  circuit 
court  of  the  United  States.    McKim  v.  Voorhies,  7  Cranch,  279. 

The  courts  of  the  United  States  have  no  authority  to  grant  injunctions 
to  stay  proceedings  in  any  court  of  a  State.  1  Story's  Laws  U.  S.  p.  311, 
1.  5.    4  Cranch,  179. 

The  county  [or  corporation]  courts  of  Virginia  cannot  grant  injunctions 
to  a  judgment  of  the  superior  [circuit]  courts.  Hite  v.  Fits  Bandolph,  1 
Virg.  Ca.  269.    See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  179,  sec.  4. 

Though  a  court  of  equity  will  not  award  an  injunction  to  a  judgment 
at  the  instance  of  a  person  who  was  not  a  party  thereto,  yet  a  person 
standing  in  that  situation  may  obtain  an  injunction  to  injoin  the  proceed- 
ings under  a  particular  execution,  if  he  should  be  aggrieved  thereby. 
Jordan's  adm'x  v.  Williams,  3  Band.  501. 

As  to  injunctions  to  executions,  see  Bandolph  v.  Bandolph,  Ac,  Z 
Munf.  99;  Wilson  Sa  Trent  v.  BuUer,  Ao.,  3  Munf.  559;  Allen  v.  Free- 
land,  3  Band.  175 ;  Harrison  v.  Sims,  6  Band.  506 ;  Dunn  v.  Amey  and 
4ils.,  1  Leigh,  465 ;  Hughes  v.  Pledge  and  als.,  1  Leigh,  443 ;  Chapman  v. 
Worthington,  4  Call,  327;  Sampson  v.  Mitchell's  ex'or,  5  Munf.  175. 

For  an  injunction  to  restrain  tenant  for  life  from  carrying  away  elava. 
See  Westcott  v.  Cady,  5  John.  Ch.  Bep.  349;  Smith  and  others  v.  Daniel, 
2  Mc'Cord's  Ch.  Bep.  149;  HolUday  v.  Coleman,  2  Munf.  162;  Taylor, 
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(Ch.)  in  Mortimer  v.  Moffatt  and  wife,  4  H.  A  M.  503 ;  Bishop's  ex*or  v. 
Bishop,  Ac,  2  Leigb,  484. 

For.  an  injunction  to  restrain  waste. — The  modem  practice  in  this 
country,  as  well  as  in  England,  is  to  resort  to  the  prompt  and  efficacious 
remedy  by  an  injunction  bill  to  stop  the  commission  of  waste.  4  Kent. 
Com.  77. 

The  question  as  to  what  is  waste,  will  in  some  measure  be  determined 
by  the  circumstances  and  situation  of  the  country  in  which  property  lies. 
That  may  not  be  waste,  for  example,  in  an  entire  -  woodland  country, 
which  would  be  so  in  a  cleared  one.  See  II  Rob.  Pr.  228 ;  Findlay  v. 
Smith,  Ac,  6  Munf.  142,  148.  See  also  Crouch  v.  Puryear,  1  Rand.  258; 
Winship  v.  Pitts,  3  Paige,  259  ,•  Watson  v.  Hunter,  Ac,  6  John.  Ch.  Rep. 
169,-  Hawley  v.  Clowes,  2  Johns.  Ch.  Rep.  122;  Loomis  v.  Wilbur,  6 
Mason,  13. 

Chancery  goes  greater  lengths  than  the  courts  of  law,  in  staying  waste. 
II  Rob.  Pr.  231. 

Chancery  will  not  interpose  to  restrain  waste  by  a  defendant  who  claims 
under  a  title  adverse  to  that  of  the  plaintiff.  Pillsworth  y.  Hopter,  6  Yes. 
51 ;  Storm  y.  Mann,  4  John.  Ch.  Rep.  21 ;  Higgins,  Ac.  y.  Woodward  and 
wife,  1  Hopkin's  Ch.  Rep.  342. 

For  an  injunction  to  stop  or  prevent  a  nuisance, — There  is  no  doubt  of 
the  jurisdiction  of  equity  in  cases  of  private  nuisance;  Van  Bergen  v. 
Van  Bergen,  2  John.  Ch.  Rep.  272 ;  but  public  nuisances  are  public  of- 
fences, oyer  which  the  courts  of  law  have  had  a  uniform  and  undisputed 
cognizance.  '  Attorney  General  v.  Utica  Ins.  Co.,  2  John.  Ch.  Rep.  371. 
See  Bereridge  v.  Lacey,  3  Rand.  63  ;  Wingfield  v.  Crenshaw,  4  H.  A  M. 
474. 

The  cases  in  which  chancery  has  interfered  by  injunction  to  prevent  or 
remove  a  private  nuisance,  are  those  in  which  the  nuisance  has  been 
erected  to  the  prejudice  or  annoyance  of  a  right  which  the  other  party 
had  long  previously  enjoyed.  It  must  be  a  strong  and  mischievous  case 
of  pressing  necessity,  or  the  right  must  have  been  previously  established 
at  law,  to  entitle  the  party  to  call  to  his  aid  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Court. 
Ch.  Kent,  in  Van  Bergen  v.  Van  Bergen,  3  John.  Ch.  Rep.  282,  cited  in  II 
Rob.  Pr.  231. 

Courts  of  equity  will  interfere  in  the  case  of  a  nuisance,  where  there  is 
a  flagrant  violation  of  private  right,  attended  with  public  injury,  ichen  the 
laio  would  neither  afford  mn  immediate  nor  an  adequate  remedy  until  irre- 
parable injury  might  be  done.  Wingfield  v.  Crenshaw,  4  H.  A  M.  474. 
In  this  case,  the  plaintiff  complained  that  defendant  had  raised  his  mill- 
dam  two  feet  higher  than  its  accustomed  height,  by  means  of  which  de- 
fendant had  caused  a  mill-seat  of  the  plaintiff  to  be  overflowed,  by  the 
backing  of  the  stream,  whereby  plaintiff  was  prevented  from  building  his 
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mm  tjid  the  health  of  the  plaintiff '•  familff  WM  affected.  The  ewe  ir« 
eertainlj  a  Birong  one,  yet  the  court  held  that  a  suit  at  law  was  the 
proper  action,  and  that ''  although  a  court  of  chancery  might  interfere  in 
the  case  of  a  nuitanee  where  there  was  a  flagrant  violation  of  private 
right,  attended  with  public  injury,  when  the  law  toould  neither  afford  an 
immediate  nor  an  adequate  remedy  until  irreparable  injury  might  be  done, 
yet  this  was  not  one  of  these  oases,"  and  the  injunction  was  refused. 
Bee  MiUer  v.  Trueheart  and  als.,  4  Leigh,  669— the  bill  in  which  case  is 
copied  on  page  331,  ante,  of  this  volume. 

[As  to  injunction  to  prevent  a  nuisance  in  depriving  phuntiff  of  the  use 
of  a  water-course,  see  II.  Rob.  Pr.  232 ;  Coalter  v.  Hunter,  Ac,  4  Rand. 
58;  Stokes  A  Smith  v.  Upper  Appomatoz  Co.,  3  Leigh,  318;  Coalter  v. 
Hunter,  Ac,  4  Hand.  58. 

As  to  injunction  to  prevent  a  nuisance  in  erecting  a  dam  so  as  to  injure 
plaintiff's  miU— see  11.  Rob.  Pr.  232.  Arthur,  Ac.  v.  Case,  Ac,  1  Paige's 
Ch.  Rep.  447.] 

For  an  injunction  to  prevent  irr^ardble  miechief. — An  ipjunction  will 
also  be  awarded  in  other  oases,  where  great  and  irreparable  mischief 
wbuld  be  the  consequence  of  a  refusal  to  iigoin.  Crenshaw  v.  Slate  River 
Co.,  0  Rand.  245 ;  II.  Rob.  Pr.  233,  236. 

Aeoount, — ^A  b&l  for  an  account  wiU  not  lie  where  there  is  only  a  aingle 
demand  on  one  side,  and  payments  by  way  of  set-off  on  the  other ;  to 
authorize  equity  to  take  jurisdiction,  there  must  be  mutijial  demands.  II. 
Rob.  Pr.  4;  Smith  v.  Marx,  2  Rand.  449;  The  Presbyterian  Church  v. 
Hanson,  Ac,  4Rand.  197;  Poage  v.  Wilson,  2  Leigh,  400;  Hickman  v. 
Stout,  2  Leigh,  6 :  in  which  last  case  there  were  mutual  accounts  running 
through  a  series  of  years,  and  consisting  of  numerous  items  of  black- 
smith's work  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  oUier  hand  of  various  items 
for  articles  of  country  produce,  Ac.  The  court  of  appeals  of  Virginia 
sustained  the  jurisdiction. 

Dower, — In  Virginia,  equity  jurisdiction  over  the  subject  of  dower  well 
established.  II.  Rob.  Pr.  5.  See  Heth  v.  Cocke,  1  Rand.  354.  See  U. 
Rob.  Pr.  6 — 10 ;  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  110,  as  to  measure  of  dower 
and  how  widow  endowed;  when  widow  is  entitled  to  issues  and  profits; 
see  also  Tod  v.  Baylor,  4  Leigh,  498 ;  Braxton  v.  Coleman,  5  Call,  433; 
Johnson  v.  Thomas,  2  Paige,  377 ;  Swaine  v.  Perine,  5  John.  Ch«  Rep. 
492 ;  Hale  v.  James,  6  John.  Ch.  Rep.  258. 

Partition. — See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  124 ;  &lso  **  Practical  Notes  to 
Decrees  and  Orders,"  post,  A  partition  never  affects  the  interests  of  third 
persons.    See  IL  Rob.  Pr.  14,  and  cases  cited. 

Fraud, — In  cases  of  actual  firaud,  equity  follows  the  law,  and  gives 
relief  to  the  full  extent  to  which  a  court  of  law  could  give  relief.  Green, 
J.,  in  Garland  v.  Rives,  4  Rand.  307;   White  v.  Jones,  4  Call,  253. 
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Case  of  imbecility  of  mind,  dmnkenneta,  Jbc,  of  one  of  the  oontraetiiig 
parties,  in  which  equity  has  relieved— Samnel  y.  Marshall,  Ac ,  3  Leigh, 
667. 

Jnadequaey  of  price,  though  not  so  gross  as  to  be  ip»o  facto  proof  of 
fraud,  coupled  with  other  circumstances,  a  ground  for  relief.  See  Me- 
Kinney  y.  Pinckard's  ex'or,  3  Leigh,  149. 

Persons  selling  expectant  interests  relieved  in  equity— McEinney  y. 
Pinokard's  ex'or,  3  Leigh,  149;  Beverley  v.  Bennolds,  Wythe's  Bep.  105. 

[Before  the  recent  Code  of  Virginia,]  it  was  well  settled  as  a  general 
rule,  that  a  creditor  at  large,  one  who  had  not  in  some  way  acquired  a 
right  to  have  satisfaction  out  of  his  debtor's  property  specifically,  could 
not  oome  into  a  court  of  equity  to  impeach  any  conveyance  on  the  ground 
of  fraud.  Green,  J.,  in  Tate  v.  Liggat,  Ac,  2  Leigh,  99 ;  Carr,  J.,  in 
Rhodes  v.  Cousins,  6  Band.  190 ;  IL  Bob.  Pr.  18,  19.  This  general  rule 
was  liable  to  an  exception,  in  case  of  a  debtor  who,  by  removal  out  of  the 
State  or  by  evading  the  process  of  law,  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  the 
<»reditor  to  obtain  a  judgment  at  law,  when  a  creditor  at  large  might  insti- 
tute a  suit  in  equity  to  set  aside  a  conveyance  made  by  the  debtor.  Ca- 
bell, J.,  in  Kelso  v.  Blackburn,  3  Leigh,  312.    By  the  Code  of  Virginia, 

Alttian,  n&Ajr  Snatitnil'O  Aajr  imit  to  .avoid-   ft    gift-  ikAxtvASfAjauiA.  juai^mmfuxt^  OT 

transfer  of,  or  charge  upon,  the  estate  of  his  debtor,  which  he  might  insti- 
tute after  obtaining  judgment  or  decree ;  and  he  may  in  such  suit  Have 
all  the  relief  in  respect  to  said  estate,  which  he  would  be  entitled  to 
after  obtaining  a  judgment  or  decree  for  the  claim  which  he  may  be  en- 
titled to  recover. 

Case  in  which  the  person  who  was  the  personal  representative  of  a 
grantor,  and  also  a  creditor  of  the  grantor,  was  allowed  in  equity  to  im« 
peach  the  deed  of  the  grantor — Shields,  adm'r  of  Waller,  Ao.  v.  Ander- 
son, adm'r,  Ac,  3  Leigh,  729. 

As  to  fraudulent  breach  of  trust  by  executor,  trustee  or  guardian,  see 

11.  Rob.  Pr.  22,  et  teq. ;  Hudson  and  als  v.  Hudson's  adm'r,  5  Munf.  180  ; 
Bandridge,  Ac.  v.  Minge,  4  Rand.  397  ,*  Knight  v.  Yarbrough,  4  Rand. 
566;  Sale  v.  Roy,  2  H.  A  M.  69 ;  Dodson,  Ac.  v.  Simpson,  Ac,  2  Rand. 
294;  Jones  V.  Hobson,  2  Rand.  506;  Broadus,  Acv.Rosson,  Ac,  3  Leigh, 

12.  There  is  a  settled  difference  between  a  sale  by  an  executor  and  one 
by  a  trustee.  Constructive  notice  will  avoid  the  trustee's  sale,  while  fraud 
must  be  established  in  the  other  case.  II.  Rob.  Pr.  23 ;  Graff  and  als.  v. 
Castleman,  Ac,  5  Rand.  195. 

As  to  purchaser  with  notice  of  another's  prior  equitable  right — II.  Rob. 
Pr.  26;  Noland  v.  Cromwell,  4  Munf.  161;  Curtis  v.  Jones's  e:('or,  6 
Munf.  42 ;  Bumgardner  and  als.  v.  Allen,  6  Munf.  83. 
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\  Purchaser  for  valaable  consideration,  without  notice  of  anothei^s  prior 
equitable  right>  protected — Hooe  k  Harrison  y.  Pierce's  adm'r,  1  Waak 
212 ;  Love  v.  Braxton  A  Ham,  5  Callj  537 ;  Taylor  y  Stone,  2  Munf.  314; 
but  he  must  be  a  compltte  purchaser  loithout  notice  >*  t.  e.  he  must  hare 
paid  the  entire  purchase  money  and  received  a  conveyance.  II.  Rob.  Pr. 
27,  and  oases  cited.  See  Mutual  Ass.  So.  v.  Stone,  3  Leigh,  235  ;  see  alto 
1  Munf.  88  and  303.  Quaere  :  If,  under  present  statute  of  Virginia,  Code 
of  Virginia,  chap.  119,  sec.  1,  a  conveyance  be  made  and  properly  re> 
corded,  expressing  on  its  face  that  part  of  the  purchase  money  is  yet  doe) 
and  afterwards  the  grantee  receive  notice  of  prior  equitable  claim,  what 
the  duty  of  purchaser  in  such  case?  will  he  be  protected  in  Airr  ea«e,if 
he  pay  over  the  residue  unpaid  to  his  grantor  ?  and  whether,  in  any  saeli 
case,  the  conveyance  could  be  vacated  by  a  prior  equitable  claimant? 

As  to  fraudulent  misrepresentation  made  at  the  time  of  oontract,  which 
oauses  damage,  see  II.  Rob.  Pr.  30 ;  Lang  v.  Lee,  3  Rand.  410. 

Aa  to  owner  standing  by  and  allowing  a  purchase  to  be  made  without 

Mserting  a  olaim— II.  Rob.  Pr.  30 ;  Bngle  v.  Bums,  6  Call,  463 ;  Tajlot 

▼.  Cole,  4  Munf.  351 ;  Diokinson  t.  Davis  and  als.,  2  Leigh,  401 ;  Gmn 

T.  Price,  1  Munf.  440 ;  Stuart  v.  Luddington,  1  Rand.  403.  In  some 
-r     ,  _..i  «..^«,  ,M,  nma,  uu^kv I umwu fcs" vorxfB mud  Dyniioiiier,  ana  imng 

IpiUtw  of  gross  Mk9»  la  auextiupie  Ms  olalm.  hai  beAn  jinmptiUA  i^  mi^ 
|i«ii#at«  party  in  possession  for  such  improvements.    Morris  and  als.  y, 

lerrill,  2  Rand.  14.    See  Sonthall  y.  MoKeand,  1  Wajih.  336.    Another 

oasa  in  whiish  party  in  poBsession  was  not  allowed  for  improvementi, 

knowing  that  he  had  neither  legal  nor  equitable  title.    There  was  evi* 

denoe,  too,  shewing  that  party  In  possession  knew  the  defendants  to  he 

the  penons  who  had  the  titie.    McKim  y.  Moody,  1  Rand.  58. 

Jfistoiba.— A«  to  oases  in  which  conrta  of  equity  will  relieve  against  mii» 
take,  se0  IL  Rob.  Pr.  32-39,  and  the  following  cases :  Mntnal  Assurance 
Co.  yrMahon,  6  Call,  519;  Hunt  y.  Rousmanier,  1  Peters,  IS;  Finleyv, 
Lynn,  6  Cranch,  238 ;  Argenbright  y.  Campbell  and  wife,  2  H^  AM.  lU, 
A  mistake  '*  arising  from  ignorance  of  law,"  is  not  a  ground  for  relief. 

1  Peters,  15;  Shotwell  y.  Murray,  I  John.  Ch.  Rep.  512;  Lyon,  Act. 
Richmond,  Ac,  2  John.  Ch.  Rep.  60  ;  Storrs,  Ac  v.  Barker,  6  John.  Ch, 
Rep.  166  Contra;  Landsdown  y>  Landsdown,  Mosely,  364;  Disell'i 
ex'oT0  y.  Casey,  Ac,  3  Desau.  84.  Mistake  corrected  against  a  surety; 
Harrison,  ex' or  of  Minge  v.  Field,  2  Wash.  136;  Moses  v.  Libenguth,  Ac, 

2  Rawle,  428;  Sumner  y.  Powell,  2  Meriv.  30;  Wiser  v.  Blachly,  Ae.,1 
John.  Ch.  Rep.  607.  Surety  of  public  functionary  not  charged  on  bond 
of  principal,  if  bond  invalid  as  a  statutory  bond  and  absolutely  void  in 
law.    Commonwealth  y.  Jackson's  ez'or  and  als.,  I  Leigh,  485. 

jicetdenU-^Aa  to  cases  in  which  courts  of  equity  will  relieve  ag&isBt 
aopident,  see  II.  Rob.  Pr.  39-'r43*     Wh^n  bond  or  other  deed  U  loftt 
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Toalman  v.  Price,  5  Yes.  238 ;  Shields  t.  Commonwealih,  4  Band.  541  • 
Harrigon,  ex'or  of  Minge  ▼.  Field,  ez'z,  2  Wash.  140 ;  Taliaferro  t.  Foote, 
3  Leigh,  68.  If  bill  be  simply  for  disooyery  and  deliyery  up  of  deed  and 
no  other  relief,  an  affidavit  to  bill  not  neeessary :  Godfrey  t.  Turner,  1 
Vera.  247 ;  II.  Rob.  Pr.  40 ;  but  if  for  relief  generally  upon  lost  deed  or 
bond,  Ac,  affidavit  is  necessary.  Dormer  v.  Fortesoue,  3  Atk.  132 ;  Whit- 
chnrch  v.  Golding,  2  P.  Wms.  541.  When  hank  notes  are  loet:  Bank  of 
Virginia  v.  Ward,  ^6  Manf.  166;  Farmers'  Bank  v.  Reynolds,  4  Rand. 
186.  Accident9  other  than  Iom  of  inetrumente:  Madison,  Ac.  v.  Yanghan, 
5  CaU,  562. 

TViMto.— See  IL  Rob.  Pr.  50-75;  1  Lomaz's  Dig.  190-260;  II.  Ibid,. 
182,  325;  Lewin  on   Trusts,  paaaim;  Hill  on  Trustees,  paaaim,    Tate's 
Ana.  Dig.  Index,  II.  vol.  p.  217-225. 

WtUs. — As  to  bills  to  contest  or  set  np  wills,  see  II.  Rob.  Pr.  75,  77 ; 
also  the  following  cases;  Ford  v.  Gardner,  Ac,  1  H.  A  M.  72;  Paul,  Ac. 
V.  Patil,  2  H.  A  M.  525 ;  Nalle  v.  Fenwiok,  4  Rand.  585 ;  Yaughan  v. 
Green,  1  Leigh,  287.  Where  there  toae  no  prohat :  Banks  and  als.  v. 
Booth,  6  Manf.  385;  Brent  v.  Dold,  Gilm.  211;  Lemon  v.  Reynolds,  Ac, 
5  Manf.  552.    See  also  Givens,  Ac  v.  Manns,  6  Munf.  199. 

Dispoeition  of  aaeete  of  decedentt^  eatatee. — See  IL  Rob.  Pr.  77 — 127. 
What  may  be  recovered  by  administrator  de  honia  non  :  Wemick  v.  Mc> 
Murdo,  5  Rand.  51 ;  Heffernan's  adm'r  v.  GrjAes's  adm'r,  Ac,  2  Leigh, 
512.    Bill  by  creditors,  (before  Code  of  Yirgini'a :)  White,  Ac  v.  Bannis- 
ter's ez'ors,  1  Wash.  166;  1  Wash.  308;  2  Manf.  326;  6  Manf.  29;  5 
Munf.  183;  1  Leigh,  465;  6  Rand.  589;  1  Leigh,  465,  487;  Gilm.  174; 
2  Leigh,  70  ;  II.  Rob.  Pr.  86,  «37 ;  Provisions  of  Code  of  Virginia,  see 
chap.  131,  sec.  4,  5,  6,  7,  [also  sec  1,  2  and  3 ;]  chap.  130,  sec.  13,  14, 15, 
16, 17,  18, 19,  21,^22,  23,  24,  [also  25  and  26]    Bill  by  executor  or  ad- 
ministrator  against  legatees   or  distributees ;   Baker   v.   Baker,  Ac,  8 
Munf.  222 ;  Robertson  and  als.  v.  Archer,  adm'r,  Ac,  5  Rand.  319 ;  Bow- 
en,  ex'r  V.  Glendening  and  als.,  4  Munf.  219.    See  also  Kinney's  ex'om 
V.  Harvey,  Ac,  2  Leigh,  70;   and  Trent  v.  Trent's  ex'x,  Gilnu  174. 
What  equitable  aeaeta,  and  how  diatributed  :  II.  Rob.  80 — 86,  87 ;  bill  by 
specialty  creditors :  Foster,  Ac  v.  Crenshaw's  ex'or8,.3  Munf.  514;  Blow 
V.  Maynard,  2  Leigh,  57,  66,  (but  see  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  187,  sec.  8 
and  9;  also  chap.  186,  sec.  9,  10,  as  to  extent  of  sale  in  such  case;)  bill 
by  simple  contract  creditors :  Trent  v.  Trent's  ex'x  and  als.,  Gilm.  188. 
(See  4  H  A  M.  460.)    See  also  Mason's  devisees  v.  Peter's  adm'rs,  1 
Manf.  437;    Chamberlayne,  Ac  v.   Temple,  2  Rand.  396;  Winston  y. 
Johnson's  ex'ors,  2  Munf.  305 ;  Roberts's  widow  and  heirs  v.  Stanton,  2 
Munf.  129.     Qucare:  as  to  el^eQt  wh^h  provisions  of  Code  of  Virginia 
will  exert  on  the  doctrines  otiifi  and  equitable  assets,  Ac;  bill  by  lega- 
tee! against  exeoifttor  or  executor's  representatives,  or  against  executor, 
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Ae.  and  his  sureties:  S  East  120;  6  T.  R.  690;  IL  Bob.  Pr.  112;  i 
Miiik£  289 ;  6  Call,  21 ;  6  Munf.  45 ;  2  Band.  603 ;  3  Band.  191.  [Ab  to 
when  devises  or  bequests  are  roid  for  unoertainty  and  other  qnesdoni 
ooneeming  devises,  bequests,  wills,  Ae.,  see  II.  Bob.  Pr.  89 — HI;  Jsr- 
man  on  Wills ;  Lomax  on  Ezecntors] ;  bill  to  surcharge  and  falsify  ac- 
count of  executor  or  administrator:  2  H.  A  M.  260 ;  4  H.  &  M.  253;  4 
Munf.  869;  (the  books  abound  with  such  cases;  see  "Accounts  of  Ex- 
ecutors and  Administrators,"  in  Practical  Notes  to  Decrees  and  Orders, 
pott;)  bin  by  legatees  against  co-legatees  who  hare  been  paid  more  than 
the  assets  justified :  II.  Bob.  Pr.  116 ;  2  John.  Ch.  Bep.  626 ;  2  P.  Wnu. 
447 ;  bill  by  legatees  against  heirs  or  devisees :  William  and  Mary  Col- 
lege V.  Hodgson  and  als.,  6  Munf.  163. 

Partnership, — Whether  a  partner  can  have  relief  in  equity  pending 
the  partnership,  without  praying  a  dissolution,  seems  to  be  questionable: 
n.  Bob.  Pr.  128;  Harrison  v.  Armitage,  4  Madd.  Ch.  Bep.  80.  See  alto 
Oliver  v.  Hamilton,  2  Anst.  463 ;  Waters  v.  Taylor,  15  Yes.  10;  Glassiog- 
ton  V.  Thwaites,  Ac,  1  Sim.  and  Stu.  124.  Suit  by  a  representative  of 
deceased  partner  against  surviving  partner :  IL  Bob.  Pr.  128  ;  Case  and 
wife  V.  Abeel,  1  Paige's  Ch.  Bep.  393 ;  Higginson,  Ac  v.  Air,  Ac,  1 
Desau.  429.  On  a  bill  filed  by  the  representative  of  deceased  partner,  an 
injunction  was  awarded  to  restrain  the  surviving  partner  from  disposing 
of  the  stock  and  receiving  the  debts :  Harts  v.  Schrader,  8  Yes.  317.  As 
to  suit  by  creditor  of  firm  against  representative  of  deceased  partner,  see 
n.  Bob.  Pr.  129 ;  Sale  v.  Dishman's  ex'ors,  3  Leigh,  563 ;  by  separate 
creditor  of  one  partner,  who  asserts  a  claim  upon  partnership  effects :  XL 
Bob.  Pr.  130;  see  Nicoll  v.  Mumford,  4  John.  Ch.  Bep.  622 ;  and  Moody 
V.  Paynes,  2  John.  Ch.  Bep.  648. 

8ur€^»hip.—lL  Bob.  Pr.  132—141 ;  Croughton  v.  Duval,  3  Call,  74. 
The  remedies  of  the  surety  sure  impaired  if  the  creditor,  sifter  the  debt  is 
due,  preclude  himself  from  proceeding  against  the  principsd  for  a  vm- 
mmU;  and  in  such  case  the  surety  will  be  discharged.  Hill  v.  BuU,  Gilm. 
149.  See  also  Henry  v.  Stone,  2  Band.  464;  SaAiuel  v.  Howarth,  3 
Meriv.  272;  Bathbone  v.  WarreUa^lO  John.  Bep.  687;  Hampton  v.  Levy, 
1  McCord's  Ch.  Bep.  112 ;  Galphin  v.  McKinney,  Ac,  Ibid.  280.  A 
surety  is  entitled  to  every  remedy  which  the  creditor  has  against  the 
principal  debtor:  IL  Bob.  Pr.  184;  McMahon  v.  Fawcett,  Ac,  2  Band. 
630 ;  Loop  v.  Summers,  3  Bsmd.  611.  When  surety  not  dieeharged;  mere 
negligence  of  the  credit  or  not  sufiioient  to  discharge  surety.  Bennett  r. 
Maule's  adm'x,  Gilm-  311.  See  McKeuney's  ex'ors  v.  Waller,  1  Leigh, 
484 ;  Norris  v.  Crummey  and  als.,  2  Bsmd.  323,  where  creditor  granted 
indulgence  to  principsd,  on  a  condition  which  was  not  performed ;  Hunter's 
adm'rs  v.  Jett>  4  Band.  104.  Surety's  right  of  eubstitutum  :  Eppes,  4e. 
V.  Baadolph,  2  Call,  126;  Tinsley  t.  Oliver's  adm'r,  Ac,  6  Mnnt  419; 
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Tompkins  v.  MiteheU,  2  Rand.  428 ;  Hatch«r'8  adm'rs  v.  Hatcher'8  ex'ors, 

1  Rand.  53 ;  Enders,  Ac.  y.  Brune,  4  Rand.  438;  Blow  v.  Maynard,  2 
Leigh,  56 ;  West  y.  Belches,  5  Munf.  187 ;  MoMahon,  Ao.  y.  Fawcett,  Ac., 

2  Rand.  514 :  as  to  bill  by  surety  against  principal,  for  money  paid,  see 
Cabell's  ez'ors  y.  Megginson's  adm'rs,  6  Munf.  202 ;  Mountjoy,  Ac.  y. 
Banks's  ez'ors,  Ac,  A  Munf.  387  :  bill  by  s^ety  against  co-surety — ^Mo- 
Cormack's  adm'r  y.  Obannon's  ez'or  and  deyisees,  3  Munf.  484.  See 
Farmers  Bank  y.  Yanmeter,  4  Rand.  553. 

Ataignment, — In  Winn  y.  Bowles,  6  Munf.  23,  it  was  decided  that  tfae 
act  in  1  R.  C.  1819,  p.  484,  sec.  6,  giylng  the  assignee  of  a  bond  the  right 
to  sue  at  law  upon  the  assignment,  gaye  a  remedj  merely  cumulatiye 
and  additional,  to  the  pre-existing  right  of  assignee  to  sue  in  equity. 
Subsequently,  by  act,  March  5,  1821,  assignees  were  in  certain  cases  pro- 
hibited from  suing  in  equity,  <' unless  it  shall  appear  that  the  plaintiff  had 
not  an  adequate  remedy  at  law."  The  present  statute  is  as  follows  :  *' A 
court  of  equity  shall  not  haye  jurisdiction  of  a  suit  upon  a  bond,  note  or 
writing,  by  an  assignee  or  holder  thereof,  unless  it  appear  that  the  plain- 
ti£f  had  not  an  adequate  remedy  thereon  at  law."  Code  of  Virginia, 
chap.  144,  sec.  16.  Assignee  takes  subject  to  equity  of  obligor.  Newton 
y.  Rose,  2  Wash.  233 ;  Pickett  y.  Morris,  2  Wash.  255.  If  assignee  be 
toitJiout  notice,  the  equity  must  be  clearly  established  by  proof.  Mayo  y. 
Giles's  adm'r,  1  Munf.  533.  But  the  equity  of  a  third  person  (not  of  the 
original  obligor,)  cannot  be  asserted  against  the  assignee,  unless  he  has 
notice  of  it  expressly  or  constructiyely.  II.  Rob.  Pr.  141 ;  2  John.  Ch. 
Rep.  441;  2  John.  Ch.  Rep.  479;  Moore,  Ac.  y.  Holcombe,  Ac,  3  Leig^, 
697.  Special  circumstances  in  fayor  of  assignee  may  modify  general  rule 
that  assignee  takes  subject  to  the  equity  of  the  obligor.  Buckner,  Ac  y. 
Smith,  Ac,  1  Wash.  296 ;  Hoomes,  ex'or  of  Elliott  y.  Smock,  1  Wash.  389. 

Set-off, — ^When  there  is  no  set-off  at  law,  there  must  be  special  cironm- 
8  tances  of  equity  to  authorice  the  interference  of  a  court  of  equity.  Har- 
vey y.  Wood,  5  Madd.  Ch.  Rep.  279 ;  2  Paige,  402 ;  II.  Rob.  Pr.  141.  A 
claim  fer  unliquidated  damages  is  not  one  of  these  special  circumstances 
justifying  interference  of  a  court  of  equity.  Webster  y.  Couch,  6  Rand. 
519  ;  Cabell's  ex'ors  y.  Roberts's  adm'rsi  6  Rand.  580.  Contra,  Dunbar 
y.  Buck  and  ethers,  6  Munf.  34.  See  Gilliat  y.  Lynch,  2  Leigh,  505. 
In*equity,  as  at  law,  a  joint  debt  cannot  be  set  off  against  a  separate  debt. 
II.  Rob.  Pr.  142 ;  Green,  J.  in  Gilliat  y.  Lynch,  2  Leigh,  504 ;  Poindex- 
ter  y.  Waddy,  6  Munf.  421.  As  to  set-off  against  judgment  obtained  by 
executor,  see  Bangerfield  y.  Rootes,  1  Munf.  529 ;  White,  Ac.  y.  Bannis- 
ter's ex'ors,  1  Wash.  166.  See  also  Maokie's  ex'or  y.  Mackie's  deyisees, 
6  Jklunf.  265.  When  insolyency  authorizes  a  court  of  equity  to  interfere 
in  matter  of  set-off-— -II.  Rob.  Pr.  144;  Simson  y.  Hart,  14  John.  Rep.  63; 
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Lindsay,  Ac.  v.  Jackaon^  Ac,  2  Paige,  681.     See  Ford's  adm'r  ▼.  Thoin- 
ton,  3  Leigh,  695. 

Suitt /or  freedom.—Code  of  Virginia,  phap.  106.  Equity  cannot  en- 
force a  promise  by  a  master  to  his  slave,  that  he  shall  be  free  on  paying 
a  certain  sum  of  money ;  and  though  the  slave  should  prove  the  promise 
of  his  master  and  the  payment  of  the  money,  ho  can  have  no  redress. 
Sawney  v.  Carter,  6  Rand.  173;  Stevenson  v.  Singleton,  1  Leigh,  72.  See 
Talbert,  Ac.  v.  Jenny,  Ac,  6  Rand.  162 ;  also  Patty  v.  Colin,  1  H.  A  M. 
619  J  Dunn  v.  Amey  and  als.,  1  Leigh,  466.  It  is  the  setUed  law  in  Vir- 
ginia that  a  person  held  in  slavery,  no  matter  how  long  and  unjustly, 
cannot  recover  damages  in  the  form  of  profits  or  otherwise,  for  his  illegal 
detention  in  slavery.  Cabell,  J.,  in  Paup's  adm'r  v.  Mingo,  Ac  4  Leigh, 
180;  Peter  and  als.  v.  Hargrave  and  als.,  6  Qrat  12.  See  further,  as  to 
suits  for  freedom,  Dcmpsey  v.  Lawrence,  Oilm.  333 ;  Hudgins  v.  Wrights, 
1  H.  A  M.  134. 

Huthand  and  TTt/c— See  IL  Rob.  Pr.  147-164 ;  Code  of  Virginia,  pp. 
602,  613,  614;  Clancy  on  Harried  Women;  Roper  Hus.  and  Wife;  Mc- 
Queen   on  Husband  and  Wife;  Tucker's  Commentaries;    Spcnce's    Eq. 
Jurisdiction ;  Story's  Equity  Jurisprudence.   When  court  of  chancery  will 
make  provision  for  mife  out  of  her  property;  see  Browning  v.  Headley,  2 
Rob.  Rep.  340  ;*  also  the  following  cases :  Ex  parte  Beresford,  1  Desau. 
263 ;  2  John.  Ch.  Rep.  206 ;  6  John.  Ch.  Rep.  33  ;  3  Co  wen,  690 ;  1  Paige^ 
166,463,620;  2  Paige,  303;  protection  of  wife's  property  from  marital 
rights,  %  marriage  settlement :  Faulkner  v.  Faulkner's  ex'ors.  3  Leigh, 
266.     When  husband  and  wife  sue  in  right  of  wife,  for  title  to  tract  of 
land,  conveyance  should  be  decreed  to  be  made  to  wife  only.     Argen- 
bright  V.  Campbell  and  wife,  3  H.  A  M.  144.    Where  the  wife  is  a  joint 
J^laintiff  with  her  husband,  she  is  not  bound  by  any  proceedings  or  ad- 
missions in  the  cause  by  the  husband,  if  such  proceedings  or  admissions 
aflfect  her  inheritance.    A  bill  by  husband  and  wife  is  regarded  as  the 
husband's  suit  only,  and  the  wife  is  joined  for  conformity,  to  be  bound 
only  so  far  as  in  justice  she  ought  to  be  bound.    Dandridgo,  Ac  v.  Minge, 
4  Rand.  397.    In  9uiU  for  divorce:  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  109, 


*  In  this  case,  the  doctrine  of  the  English  Chancery,  that  where^an 
absolute  equitable  interest  is  given  to  the  wife,  the  court  will  not  permit 
the  husband  to  recover  it  without  making  a  provision  for  the  wife,  and 
that  the  husbaYid's  assignee,  whether  general  or  particular,  takes  bis  inte- 
rest subject  to  the  same  equity,  was  recognized  as  binding  upon  the  oourtB 
of  this  State ;  and  the  doctrine  carried  farther  than  it  was  carried  in  Be- 
resford, Ac  V.  Hobson,  Ac,  1  Madd.  C.  R.  199,  by  Sir  Thomas  Plumer,  who 
considered  that  the  court  in  no  case  had  given  the  whole  to  the  wife ;  not 
even  '*  where  the  husband  has  left  his  wife  and  gone  abroad." 
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poitim.  As  to  alimony,  see  further,  Purcell  v.  Purcell,  4  H.  Jk  M.  607; 
Almond  y.  Almond,  4  Rand.  667 ;  Denton  v.  Denton,  1  John.  Ch.  Rep. 
364. 

When  wife  sues  alone,  save  in  special  cases,  she  sues  by  a  -next  friend : 
1  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  151 ;  Story's  Eq.  PI.  sec.  63.  Difference  between  the  next 
friend  of  a  married  woman  and  the  next  friend  of  an  infant :  1  Dan.  Ch. 
Pr.  152. 

/w/a»if«.— See  II.  Rob.  Pr.  159;  Code  of  Virginia,  pp.  623,  624,  535^ 
648,  676,  680;  Tucker's  Commentaries ;  Macpherson  on  Infants;  power  of 
court  of  chancery  to  interfere  as  regards  the  custody  of  child:  "Wellcsley 
T.  Duke  of  Beaufort,  3  Cond.  Eng.  Ch.  Rep.  1.  See  Code  of  Virginia, 
chap.  127,  as  to  guardians  and  wards.  As  to  legacy  to  child:  is  a  father 
Mtk  natural  guardian,  mere/y,  entitled  to  receive  it?  See  Kent,  Chan- 
cellor, in  Qenet  v.  Tallmadge,  1  John.  Ch.  Rep.  3 ;  also  Morell,  Ac.  t. 
Dickey,  id.  153;  Williams,  Ac.  v.  Storrs,  Ac,  6  John.  Ch.  Rep.  363  ;  but 
see  Codo  of  Virginia,  chap.  127,  sec.  7.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  a 
father  appointed  by  a  court  of  competent  authority  as  guardian  of  his 
child,  is  entitled  to  receive  it :  this  has  never  been  questioned.  II.  Rob. 
Pr.  165.  As  to  power  of  non-resident  guardian :  see  I.  Rob.  Pr.  edit. 
1854,  p.  49-51 ;  and  aa  to  transfer  of  property  belonging  to  wards  from 
one  State  to  another :  see  I.  Rob.  Pr.  edit  1854,  p.  61 ;  Code  of  Vir- 
ginia, chap.  129 ;  Sees.  Acts  1852,  p.  79,  ch.  96.  Sale  of  lands  of  infant 
coparcener:  see  Code  o/^ Virginia,  chap  124;  when  by  county  or  corpo- 
ration court:  Codo  of  Virginia,  chap.  124,  sec.  2;  lease  and  sale  of  lands 
of  infants  in  other  cases,  [by  Circuit  courts  of  Virginia,]  see  Code  of  Vir- 
ginia, chap.  128,  and  chap.  127,  sec.  3;  also  Introdaotion  to  this  work, 
pp.  X,  xi.  Suit  by  ward  against  guardian  and  sureties ;  after  the  guar- 
dianship is  ended>  equity  will  take  cognizance  of  a  suit  for  settlement  of 
guardianship  account  and  balance  thereon:  II.  Rob.  Pr.  158;  and  when 
the  state  of  the  ease  is  such  as  to  make  it  necessary,  equity  will  inter- 
fere during  the  infancy  of  the  ward:  II.  Rob.  Pr.  168;  Monell,  Ac.  ▼. 
Monell,  Ac,  5  John.  Ch.  Rep.  297.  As  to  deed  A*om  ward  to  guardian : 
see  II.  Rob.  Pr.  158;  Waller  v.  Armstead's  adm'rs,  2  Leigh,  11. 

Infanta  sue  by  a  next  friend;  they  defend  by  a  guardian  ad  litem. 
See  I  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.;  Story's  Eq.  Pleading. 

Idiots  and  tunatica. — See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  16,  sec.  17;  also  chap. 
.  85,  sec.  46,  47,  48.  Petition  for  sale  or  lease  of  lands  belonging  fo :  Code  of 
Virginia,  chap.  85,  sec.  46,  47,  48 ;  bill  for  sale  or  lease  of  lands  in  which 
idiot  or  lunatic  is  interested  with  others,  Ac:  see  Code  of  Virginia, 
chap.  128;  release  of  wife's  dower  right  in  case  of  sale:  chap.  128,  sec. 
9 ;  petition  by  husband  of  insane  wife  wishing  to  sell  real  estate  to  have 
right  of  dower  released  :  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  128,  sec  11.  Transfer 
of  property  belonging  to  ''insane  persons"  f^om  one  State  to  another: 
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I.  Rob.  Pr.  edit  1854,  p.  51 ;  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  129 ;  also  Sestu  Acta 
1852,  p.  70,  chap.  96.  A  committee  baying  yolnntarily  accepted  the 
office  has  not  a  right  to  be  discharged  merely  becanse  the  execution  of 
the  trust  may  haye  become  unpleasant^  He  must  show  some  good  ez- 
onse  for  declining.    Lytle's  case,  3  Paige,  251,  cited  in  II.  Rob.  Pr.  162. 

Suit9  hy  or  againH  eommwitDealihf  for  lands  /or/etted  or  escheated.—' 
Fee  Hubbard  y.  Goodwin,  3  Leigh,  492 ;  Commonwealth  y.  Martin's 
ex'rs,  6  Mnnf.  117;  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  113,  seo.  31,32,33;  ^so 
9hap.  114.  Petition  to  quiet  title  to  forfeited  or  escheated  lands :  Code  of 
Virginia,  chap.  114,  seo.  5^9. 

Proceedings  to  repeal  grants  of  eommontoealth, — See  Code  of  Virginia, 
ehap.  112,  seo.  59 ;  also,  chap.  112,  pcusim. 

Partitions—Bee  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  124. 

To  settle  boundaries. — In  Virginia,  the  Court  of  Appeals  has  often 
recognized  the  general  rule  that  equity  does  not  interpose  in  questions 
inyolying  the  title  to  real  property.  The  jurisdiction  respecting  the 
boundaries  of  lands,  it  has  been  declared,  must  be  restricted  to  those 
oases  in  which  some  equity  is  raised  by  the  acts  of  the  parties;  and  this 
equity  must  be  an  equity  of  the  plaintiff  against  the  adyersary  claimants 
of  the  land.  He  cannot  giye  the  court  jurisdiction  by  setting  forth  in 
his  bill  an  equity  against  other  persons.  Stuart's  heirs  y.  Coalter,  4 
Rand.  74;  II.  Rob.  Pr.  165. 

Bill  quia  timet — See  Randolph's  adm'z  y.  Kinney,  3  Rand.  397;  see 
Fowler  and  wife  y.  Saunders,  4  Call,  361,  and  Randolph  y.  Randolph,  Ac. 
2  Leigh,  540. 

Sill  of  peaee  — Conrtfl  of  equity,  in  order  to  put  a&  end  to  opjMreseion 
and  to  prevent  a  mnltiplioity  of  suits,  take  cogniianee,  by  means  of  a  bill 
of  peace,  of  questions  which  inyolye  legal  principles  only,  and  are  triable 
Ib  the  common  law  courts.  There  are  only  two  oases  in  which  this  ie 
done :  the  first  is  where  there  haye  been  repeated  trials  and  a  satlsfaetoiy 
determination  at  law,  on  the  point  of  right;  the  second  is  where  one 
general  legal  right  is  claimed  against  seyeral  distinct  persons,  and  where 
each  suit  would  determine  only  the  particular  right  in  question  between 
the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant  in  that  suit.  Spencer,  J.,  in  Trustees  of 
Huntingdon  y.  Nicoll,  3  John.  Rep.  595.  See  Randolph's  adm'z  y.  Kin- 
ney, Ac,  3  Rand.  395 ;  Baird  y.  Bland,  Ac,  3  Munf.  570 ;  Ambler  and 
als.  y.  Warwick  A  Co.,  1  Leigh,  195.  Alezander,  Ac.  y.  Pendleton.  8 
Cranch,  442.    See  also  Linney's  adm'r  y.  Dare's  adm'r,  Ac,  2  Leigh,  588. 

Attaehtnents  in  equity,  in  Virginia.— See  Session  Acts  of  Virginia,  1S52, 
p.  78,  amending  and  altering  11th  section  of  chap.  151,  Code  of  Virginia; 
see  also  sections  23,  24,  25,  26,  27  and  28  of  chap.  151 »  Code  of  Virginia. 
For  form  of  endorsement  by  clerk  on  summons  in  such  ease,  see  post^  For 
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other  forms  under  attaohmest  law,  see  Tate's  American  Form  Book,  edit. 
1854,  p.  107,  ei  8eq. 

Bail  in  equity ^  in  Virginia.— See  Sees.  Acts  of  Virginia,  1861,  p.  36, 
and  Sess.  Acts,  1862,  p.  77.  For  forms  under  bail  law  of  Virginia,  see 
Tate's  American  Form  Book,  edit  1854,  pp.  160-166. 


FORM   OF   ENGLISH   BILL. 


Complete  form  of  a  hill*  exhibited  in  the  English  Courts, 
against  an  administrator,  for  an  account  of  an  intestate's 
effects,  hy  his  next  of  kin. 

In  Chancery. 

To  the  Right  Honorable  Charles  Christopher  Baron  Cotten- 
ham,  of  Cottenhani,  in  the  county  of  Cambridge,  Lord  High 
Ohanoellof  of  Great  Britain,  (a) 

Humbly  complaining,  shew  unto  your  Lordship  your  orator 
and  oratrix — That  [the  intestate,']  late  of,  &c.,  deceased,  was 

at  the  time  of  his  death  possessed  of  the Hotel,  in,  &c., 

for  a  residue  of  a  term  of  years  therein,  then  to  come  and 
unexpired,  and  also  of  divers  quantities  of  household  farni- 
.  lure,  linen,  plate,  china,  stock  in  trade,  wines,  and  liquors, 
and  that  he  was  also  possessed  of  and  entitled  to  other  per- 
sonal property  of  a  considerable  amount ;  and  your  orator  and 
oratrix  shew,  that  sometime  before  the  month  of  February 
last,  the  said  [the  intestate"]  died  intestate  and  without  issue, 
and  he  left  \the  administrator'],  of,  &c.,  and  your  oratrix, 
[  ],  the  wife  of  your  orator,  his  brother  and  sister,  and 

only  next  of  kin,  him  surviving ; — and  your  orator  and  ora- 
trix further  shew,  that  sometime  after  the  death  of  the  said 
[the  intestate],  it  was  agreed  between  your  oratOr  [  ] 

and  the  said  [the  administrator],  that  administration  of  the 
personal  estate  of  the  said  intestate  should  be  granted  to  the 
said  [tlie  administrator],  upon  the  terms  expressed  in  the 
memorandum  herein  after  set  forth,  and  thereupon  a  memo- 
randum was  signed  by  your  orator  [  ]  and  the  said 
[the  administrator],  and  the  same  was  in  the  words  and  fig- 
ures, or  to  the  purport  or  eflFect  following,  that  is  to  say: 
Memorandum  of  agreement  made  and  entered  into  the  6th 
day  of  February,  1816,  between  [the  administrator],  of,  &c., 
of  the  one   part,  and    [the  plaintiff]   of  the   other  part; 


(a)  For  forms  of  address  in  other  courts,  see  Willis's  Bquity  Precedents, 
p.  1.    Law  Library,  Fifth  Series,  vol.  31. 
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whereas  [the  intestate],  late  of,  &c.,  hath  lately  departed  this 

life  intestate,  leaving  the  said  [the  administrator'],  and  

the  wife  of  the  said  [the  plaintiff],  his  only  next  of  kin;  and 
it  hath  been  agreed  between  the  said  [the  administrator],  and 
[the  plaintiff],  that  the  said  [the  administrator],  should  alone 
administer  to  the  estate  and  effects  of  the  said  [the  intestate] ; 
and  whereas,  it  hath  been  also  agreed,  that  the  goods,  chat- 
tels and  effects  of  the  said  [the  intestate],  should  be  sold  by 
auction  for  the  joint  benefit  and  advantage  of  the  said  [the 
administrator]  and  [the  plaintiff\  Now  it  is  hereby  agreed 
and  declared  by  and  between  the  said  parties  hereto,  that  the 
several  goods,  chattels  and  effects  of  and  belonging  to  the 
said  [the  intestate],  shall  be  forthwith  sold  and  disposed  of  by 

auction,  by  Mr. ,  of street,  auctioneer,  and  that  the 

proceeds  arising  from  such  sale  shall  be  paid  to  the  said  Mr. 

,  to  the  joint  account  of  the  said  [the  administrator]  and 

[the  plaintiff,]  for  their  equal  benefit  and  advantage.  As 
witness  our  hands,  the  day  and  year  first  above  written.  And 
your  orator  and  oratrix  shew,  that  before  the  said  memoran- 
dum was  signed,  the  said  [the  administrator^  had  applied  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Court  for  administration  of  the  effects  of 
the  said  intestate,  and  that  your  orator  and  oratrix  had  caused 
a  caveat  to  be  entered  against  his  obtaining  such  administra- 
tion ;  but  that  after  the  said  memorandum  had  been  signed, 
your  orator  and  oratrix,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  agreement, 
withdrew  the  said  caveat,  and  thereupon  administration  of  the 
estate  and  effects  of  the  said  [the  intestate]  deceased,  was 
granted  by  the  proper  Ucclesiastical  Court  to  the  said  [the 
administrator,]  and  by  virtue  thereof  the  said  [the  adminis- 
trator] possessed  himself  of  as  much  of  the  personal  estate 
and  effects  of  the  said  intestate  as  he  could  get  into  his  power, 
and  he  hath  caused  the  term  of  years,  which  the  said  intes- 
tate had  in  the  said Hotel,  together  with  all  the  house- 
hold furniture,  linen,  stock  in  trade,  plate,  china,  wines  and 
liquors  belonging  to  the  said  intestate  to  be  sold;  and  the 
proceeds  arising  from  the  said  sale  were  very  large,  and  the 
same  have  been  received  by  the  said  [the  administrator],  and 
the  same  have  not  been  paid  to  the  said  [ike  auctioneer,]  to 
the  joint  account  *of  the.  said  [the  administrator]  and  your 
orator,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  agreement ;  but  the  said  [the 
administrator]  hath  thereout  paid  the  debts  and  funeral  and 
administration  expenses  of  the  said  intestate,  and  he  hath  re- 
tained the  residue  of  the  said  proceeds  in  his  own  hands,  and 
applied  the  same  to  his  own  use,  and  he  hath  collected  and 
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received  divers  debts  due  to  the  said  intestate,  and  he  intends 
to  get  in  the  other  outstanding  estate  and  effects  of  the  said 
intestate,  and  to  apply  the  same  to  his  own  use.  And  your 
orator  and  oratrix  have  frequently,  by  themselves  and  their 
agents,  applied  to  the  said  [tJie  administrator,']  requesting  him 
to  account  for  the  proceeds  of  the  said  sale,  and  for  the 
other  personal  estate  and  effects  of  the  said  intestate ; — and 
your  orator  and  oratrix  well  hoped  that  the  said  [the  adminis- 
trator'] would  have  complied  with  such  requests,  as  in  equity 
he  ought  to  have  done. 

But  TioWj  so  it  is,  may  it  'please  your  Lordship,  the  said 
\tlie  administrator]  absolutely  refuses  to  comply  with  such 
requests,  sometimes  pretending  that  the  said  intestate  hath^ 
left  no  personal  estate  or  effects ;  whereas  your  orator  and  ora- 
trix charge  the  contrary  thereof  to  be  true,  and  that  the 
personal  estate,  whereof  the  said  intestate  died  possessed, 
was  of  very  large  value,  and  more  than  sufficient  to  answer 
and  satisfy  all  his  just  debts,  and  funeral  and  testamentary 
expenses,  and  so  it  will  appear  if  the  said  [the  administra^ 
tor]  will  set  forth  an  account  of  the  said  estate  and  effects, 
and  of  what  the  same  consisted,  and  the  value  thereof,  and 
how  the  same  have  been  sold,  paid,  applied,  and  disposed 
of;  but  that  he  refuses  to  do:  And  your  orator  further 
charges,  that  the  said  defendant  now  hath,  or  lately  had  in 
his  possession  or  power,  divers  deeds,  documents,  books,  ac- 
counts, receipts,  vouchers  and  papers,  relating  to  matters 
aforesaid,  and  that  if  the  same  were  produced,  the  truth  of 
the  matters  aforesaid  would  appear  therefrom ;  but  the  said 
defendant  refuses  to  produce  the  same. 

To  tJie  end,  there/ore,  that  the  said  defendant  may,  if  he 
can,  shew  why  your  orator  should  not  have  the  relief  hereby 
prayed,  and  may,  upon  his  corporal  oath  and  according  to 
the  best  and  utmost  of  his  knowledge,  remembrance,  inform- 
ation and  belief,  full,  true,  direct  and  perfect  answer  make  to 
such  of  the  several  interrogatories  here  under  written  as  re- 
quired to  answer ;  that  is  to  say :  Whether,  &o.  (Interrogate 
to  the  stating  and  charging  part,  down  to  the  charge  as  to  the 
possession  of  documents,  and  add  the  common  inquiry  as  to  the 
particulars  of  the  intestate's  leasehold  and  personal  estate;  and 
interrogate  to  the  charge  as  to  the  possession  of  documents.) 

And  that  the  said  defendant  may  answer  the  premises ;  and 
that  an  account  may  be  taken  by  and  under  the  direction  of 
this  honorable  court,  of  all  the  personal  estate  and  effects  of 
the  said  intestate,  which  have  been  received  by  the  said  de- 
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fendant,  or  by  any  person  or  persons  by  his  order,  or -for  his 
use,  or  which  without  his  default  might  have  been  so  re- 
ceived ;  and  that  the  said  defendant  may  be  restrained  by  the 
injunction  of  this  honorable  court  from  collecting  and  re- 
ceiving any  part  of  the  personal  estate  and  effects  of  the  said 
intestate,  and  that  a  proper  person  may  be  appointed  to  re- 
ceive and  collect  the  same ;  and  that  the  personal  estate  and 
effects  of  the  said  intestate  may  be  applied  in  a  due  course 
of  administration ;  and  that  the  clear  surplus  thereof  may  be 
ascertained,  and  that  one  moiety  thereof  may  be  paid  to  your 
orator  and  oratrix;  and  that  your  orator  and  oratrix  may 
have  such  further  and  other  relief  in  the  premises  as  the  na- 
ture of  their  case  may  require  and  to  your  Lordship  shall 
seem  meet. 

May  it  please  your  Lordship,  &c. 

(Pray  subpoena  and  injunction  against  the  administrator.) 

Note.  — The  defendant  is  required  to  answer  all  the  inter- 
rogatories. 


Forms  of  Demurrers^  Pleas,  Anstoers,  Disclaimers,  <Sbc. 

'   DEMURRERS. 

See  sections  97 — 110  of  preceding  volume. 

[In  the  following  forma,  (i)  denotes  introductory  part  of  demurrer;  (>) 
the  substwiee;  and  (s)  the  conclusion.] 

GENERAL  FORMULA  OF  DEMURRER  TO  THX  WHOLE  BILL. 

(*)  The  demurrer  of  A.  of  county,  (or  of  B.  an  infant 

under  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  by  C.  of  county,  his 

guardian ;  or  of  D.  an  idiot  or  Itinatic,  by  E.  of  county, 

his  committee  or  guardian ;  or  of  E.  and  F.  his  wife,  of 
county ;  or  of  Gr.  the  wife  of  H.,  who  has  duly  obtained  leave 
to  defend  separately  from  her  husband,)  to  the  bill  of  com- 
plaint of  M.  against  the  defendant  (and  others),  exhibited  in 
the Court  of . 

This  defendant  by  protestation  not  confessing  ^r  acknowledg- 
ing all,  or  any  of  the  matters  and  things  in  the  said  bill  of  com- 
plaint contained,  to  be  true  in  manner  and  form,  as  the  same 
are  therein  set  forth,  [*]  doth  demur  thereto,  and  for  causes 
of  demurrer  show :  (*)  [Here  state  substance  of  demurrer,  as 
for  instance :  "  that  if  the  matters  stated  in  the  said  bill  do 
give  the  plaintiff  any  cause  of  complaint  against  this  defend- 
ant, the  same  are  triable  and  determinable  at  law,  and  ought 
not  to  be  inquired  into  by  this  Court/'] 

CoTijdusion. 
(f)  Wherefore,  and  for  divers  other  errors  and  imperfeon 
tions,  this  defendant  demands  the  judgment  of  this  Court, 
whether  he  shall  be  compelled  to  ma^e  any  farther  or  other 
answer  to  the  said  bill,  or  any  of  the  matters  and  things 
therein  contained ;  and  prays  to  be  hence  dismissed  with  his 
reasonable  costs  in  this  behalf  sustained. 

[^SigmitureJ] 

FORMULA  OF  DEMURRER  TO  PARTS  OF  BILL,  WITH  ANSWER. 

f*)  Follow  preceding  form  as  far  as  asterisk  [*],  then  pro- 
ceed :  (*)  As  to  so  much  and  to  such  parts  of  the  s^d  bill, 
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as  seeks  that  this  defendant  may  answer  and  set  forth  whether, 
&c.,  &c.,  (here  set  ont  particularly  all  the  interrogatories 
against  which  the  demurrer  is  pointed ;)  and  prays,  &c.,  (here 
state  clearly  the  prayer  which  is  objected  to;)  doth  demur, 
and  for  cause  of  demurrer  shows,  (here  set  out  the  causes 
of  demurrer  as  in  the  preceding  form.) 

(*)  Wherefore,  and  for  other  good  causes  of  demurrer  in 
said  bill  contained,  this  defendant  prays  judgment,  whether 
he  shall  be  compelled  to  make  any  further  or  other  answer  to 
such  part  of  the  said  bill  as  is  so  demurred  to  as  aforesaid. 

And  as  to  the  residue  of  said  bill,  the  said  defendant,  not 
waiving  his  said  demurrer,  but  relying  thereon,  for  answer  to 
the  residue  of  said  bill ;  (here  proceed  as  in  the  ordinary 
form  of  answemngy  taking  care  to  avMoer  nx)  part  of  the  hill 
which  is  covered  hy  the  demurrer.^ 

General  demurrer  for  want  of  equity. 
[See  form  in  section  104  of  preceding  volume.] 

Special  demurrer*  to  so  much  of  a  hill  as  sought  a  discovery 
of  title  deeds  for  want  of  proper  affidavit. 

[See  form  in  section  105  of  preceding  volume.] 

[NoU,  This  fonn  maj  be  readily  adapted  to  any  case,  in  which,  io 
entitle  a  party  to  difcoyery,  he  shoald  first  make  an  affidavit  of  his  ina- 
bility to  procure  elsewhere  the  docaments  sought  as  evidence.] 

Demurrer  for  multifariousness, 

(*)  The  demurrer  of,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 
(")  That  it  appears  by  the  said  bill  that  the  same  is  ex- 
hibited against  this  defendant  and  J.  H.,  J.  C,  T.  S.  and 
W.  T.  for  several  and  distinct  matters  and  causes,  in  many 
whereof,  as  appears  by  the  said  bill,  this  defendant  is  not  in 
any  manner  interested  or  concerned,  by  reason  of  which  dis- 
tinct matters  the  said  plaintiff's  said  bill  is  drawn  out  to  a 
considerable  length,  and  this  defendant  is  compelled  to  take  a 
copy  of  the  whole  thereof,  and  by  joining  distinct  matters 
together  which  do  not  depend  on  each  other  in  the  said  bill, 
the  pleadings,  orders  and  proceedings  will,  in  the  progress  of 


*  See  sec.  103  of  preceding  yolamei  as  to  oases  when  special  demnrrer 
is  necessary. 
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the  said  suit^  be  intricate  and  prolix,  and  this  defendant  put 
to  unnecessary  charges  in  taking  copies  of  the  same,  although 
several  parts  thereof  no  way  relate  to  or  concern  him. 
(»)  Wherefore,  &c.  (conclude  as  in  general  formula.) 

Demurrer  to  a  hill  of  interpleader ^  for  want  of  affidavit  that 
plaintiff  does  not  collude  with  any  of  the  defendants, 

(*)  The  demurrer  of,  &c.,  [as  in  general  formula.] 
(^)  That  although  the  said  complainant's  said  bill  is  upon 
the  face  thereof  a  bill  of  interpleader,  jet  the  said  complain- 
ant hath  not  annexed  *to  his  said  bill  an  affi'lavit  that  he 
doth  not  collude  concerning  such  matters  with  any  of  the 
defendants  thereto,  which  affidavit  ought,  accorlinjr  to  the 
rules  of  this  Court,  as  this  defendant  is  advised,  to  have  been 
made  by  the  said  complainant,  and  annexed  to  the  said  bill : 
And  for  further  cause  of  demurrer,  this  defendant  further 
showeth  that  the  said  bill  does  not  contain  sufficient  matter 
of  equity  whereupon  this  Court  can  ground  any  decree  in 
favor  of  the  said  complainant,  or  give  the  said  complainant 
any  relief  against  this  defendant. 
(')  Wherefore,  &c.  [conclude  as  in  general  formula.] 

Demw*rer  to  hiU  on  the  ground  that  the  disclosure  sought  toill 
subject  defendant  to  pains  and  penalties,  &c. 

(^)  The  demurrer  of,  kc.  (as  in  general  formula,  to  asterisk, 
then  proceed  :)  As  to  so  much  and  such  part  of  the  said  bill 
as  seeks  to  have  discovery  from  this  defendant  of  any,  &c. 
(here  set  forth  matter  in  bill,  which,  if  answered,  will  sub- 
ject defendant  to  pains,  &c.,)  doth  demur,  and  for  cause  of 
demurrer  showeth  that  by  the  known  and  settled  rules  of  this 
court,  no  person  ought  to  be  compelled  to  set  forth  or  dis- 
cover any  matter  or  thing  which  doth  or  may  subject  him  to 
any  pains,  penalties  or  forfeitures  whatsoever ;  and  therefore, 
as  the  said  discovenr  sought  by  the  said  complainant's  said 
bill  doth  and  may,  by  the  known  law  of  this  Stat^,  subject 
and  make  this  defendant  liable  to  several  pains,  penalties  and 
forfeitures,  (^)  this  defendant  doth  demur  in  law  to  so  much 
and  such  parts  of  the  said  bill  as  pray  the  aforesaid  discovery, 
and  humbly  demands  the  judgment  of  this  honorable  court, 
whether  he  ought  to  be  compelled  to  make  any  further  or 
other  answer  than  as  aforesaid,  to  such  parts  of  the  said  bill 
as  he  hath  so  demurred  unto.  (If  answer  as  to  the  residue 
of  bill,  proceed  as  in  formula,  p.  382.) 
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DeftMirrer  to  a  bill  of  review,  on  the  ground  that  there  are  no 

en'ors  in  the  decree, 

(*)  The  demurrer  of,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula.) 

(*)  That  there  are  no  errors  in  the  record  and  premises, 

and  in  the  decree  of  the day  of ,  in  the  said  bill  of 

review  and  supplemental  bill  mentioned,  nor  is  there  any 
sufficient  matter  alleged  in  the  said  bill  of  review  and  supple- 
mental bill  to  entitle  the  said  complainant  to  reverse  the  said 
decree ;  and  for  divers  other  errors  and  defects  appearing  in 
the  said  bill  of  review  and  supplemental  bill,  these  defendante 
do  demur  in  law  thereto. 

(^)  Wherefore,  &c.  (as  in  general  formula,  to  conclusion.) 

PLEAS. 

See  sections  120-131  of  preceding  volume ;  also  p.  401,  jMti. 

[In  the  followlDg  forms,  the  figure  (i)  denotes  the  commencement  ef 
plea,  (^)  the  substance  of  plea,  and  (S)  the  conclusion  of  plea :] 

GENERAL  FORMULA  «0F  PLEAS. 

(*)  The  plea  of  A.  B.  a  defendant  to  the  bill  of  complaifit 
exhibited  against  him  by  X.  Y.  in  the Court  of .* 

This  defendant  by  protestation,  not  confessing  or  acknow- 
ledging all  or  any  part  of  the  matters  and  things  in  said  bill 
of  complaint  contained  to  be  true  in  manner  and  form  as  the 
same  are  therein  set  forth,  for  plea  nevertheless  to  tlie  said 
bill,  doth  plead  and  aver,  (f)  that,  &c.,  (here  state  substance 
of  plea,  as  in  future  forms.)  (^)  Wherefore,  this  defendant 
prays  judgment  of  this  honorable  court,  whether  he  shall  be 
compelled  to  make  any  further  or  other  answer  to  the  said 
bill,  and  prays  to  be  hence  dismissed  with  his  reasonable  costs 
and  charges  in  this  behalf  most  wrongfully  sustained. 

Gr.  M.,  p.  q. 

The  foregoing  formula  may  be  useS  in*  every  description  of 
pleas,  whether  in  abatement  or  in  bar.  The  beginning  and 
the  conclusion  in  all  pleas  are  alike.     The  following  are  forms 


*  See  section  120,  preceding  rolume,  for  forms  of  pleas  when  two  or 
more  defendants  file  the  same  plea,  when  man  and  wife  plead  the  same 
plea,  and  when  plea  and  answer  united. 
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of  the  substantial  parts  of  pleas  which  should  be  used  in  con- 
nection with  this  formula : 

Pleas  in  abatement. 

1.  Infancy  of  complainant:  (Commence  as  in  general 
formula,  then  proceed  :  (^)  That  the  said  complainant,  at  the 
time  of  filing  his  said  bill,  was  and  now  is  an  infant  under 

the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  that  is  to  say,  of  the  age  of 

or  thereabout.     (Conclude  as  in  general  formula.) 

2.  Coverture  of  complainant. — (Commence  as  in  general 
formula,  then  proceed  :)  (f)  That  the  said  complainant,  at  the 
time  of  filing  her  said  bill,  was  and  now  is  under. coverture  of 
one  B.;  her  husband,  who  is  still  living,  and  in  every  respect 
capable,-  if  necessary,  of  instituting  a  suit  in  equity  in  her 
behalf.     (Conclude  as  in  general  formula.) 

3.  Coverture  of  defendant. — (Commence  as  in  general 
formula,  then  proceed :)  (f)  That  this  defendant,  at  the  time 
of  filing  the  afores6.id  bill,  was  and  now  is  under  coverture  of 
one  B.,  her  husband,  who  is  still  living  and  capable  of  defend- 
ing this  suit  in  her  behalf.    (Conclude  as  in  general  formula.) 

Pleas  in  bar, 

1.  Plea  of  statute  of  limitations. — (Commence  as  in  gen- 
eral formula,  then  proceed :)  (®)  That  if  the  complainant  ever 
had  any  cause  of  action  or  suit  against  this  defendant,  for  or 
concerning  any  of  the  matters  in  the  said  bill  mentioned, 
which  this  defendant  doth  in  no  sort  admit,  such  cause  of 

action  or  suit  did  accrue  or  arise  above years  before  the 

filing  of  the  said  bill,  or  before  serving  or  suing  out  process 
against  this  defendant,  to  appear  to  and  answer  said  bill ;  nor 

did  this  defendant,  at  any  time  within years  next  before 

the  said  bill  was  exhibited,  or  process  served  on,  or  issued 
out  against  this  defendant  to  appear  to  and  answer  the  same, 
promise  or  agree  to  come  to  any  account  for,  or  to  make  satis- 
faction, or  to  pay  any  sum  or  sums  of  money,  for  or  by  reason 
of  the  said  matters  charged  in  said  bill.  (Conclude  as  in 
general  formula.) 

2.  Plea  of  statute  of  frauds  to  a  parol  agreement  as  to 
bill  seeking  discovery  or  relief  as  to  the  agreement. — (Com- 
taence  as  in  general  formula.)  (®)  That  neither  this  defend- 
ant nor  any  person  by  him  authorized, -did  ever  sign  any 
contract  or  agreement  in  writing,  for  making  and  executing 
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any  sale  or  oonveyance  to  the  complainant^  of  the  land  and 
premises  in  the  bill  mentioned  and  described,  or  anj  interest 
thereof,  or  to  any  such  effect,  or  any  memorandum  or  note  or 
writing  of  any  such  agreement.  (')  (Conclude  as  in  general 
formula.) 

3.  Plea  of  former  suit  depending. — (Commence  as  in  gen- 
eral  formula.)  (')  That  heretofore  and  before  the  said  com- 
plainant exhibited  his  present  bill  in  this  court,  to-wit :  on 

the day  of ,  the  said  complainant  £Qed  his  bill  of 

complaint  in  this  court,   against   this   defendant,  and  also 

against ,  for  the  same  matters  and  to  the  same  effect 

and  for  the. like  relief  and  purpose  as  against  this  defendant, 
as  the  said  complainant  prays  by  his  present  bill ;  to  vhich 
bill  this  defendant  answered,  and  other  proceedings  were 
thereupon  had ;  and  the  said  former  bill  and  proceedings  now 
remain  depending  in  this  court,  and  the  said  cause  is  yet 
undetermined  and  undismissed.  (')  (Conclude  as  in  general 
formula.) 

FORM  OP  ENGLISH  PLEA. — [New.  Ch.  Prac.  vol  II.,  p.  134.] 

4.  Plea  of  purchaser  for  a  valuable  consideration,  ttnthout 
notice. — ^The  plea  of  the  defendant  F.  J),  to  part,  and  his  an- 
swer to  the  residue  of  the  bill  of  complaint  of  J.  Y.  E.,  of 
B.,  oomplainane. 

The  said  defendant,  by  protestation,  not  confessing  or  ac- 
knowledging all  or  any  of  the  matters  or  things  in  the  said 
complainant's  said  bill  of  complaint  contained  to  be  true,  in 
such  mannej  as  the  same  are  therein  set  forth,  as  to  so  much 
of  the  said  bill  as  seeks  any  conveyance  or  redemption  of  the 
manors,  &c.  in  the  said  bill  mentioned,  or  the  rents  and  ser- 
vices belonging  to  and  parcel  of  the  said  manor,  or  to  compel 
this  defendant  to  set  forth  any  account  of  the  same,  or  irhich 
any  way  seeks  to  impeach  this  defendant's  title  to  the  prem- 
ises, or  any  part  thereof,  or  to  compel  this  defendant  to  pay 
any  rent,  or  arrear  of  rent,  to  the  said  complainants,  for  or 
upon  account  thereof,  or  which  seeks  to  have  copy  or  counts- 
part,  or  the  perusal  and  inspection  of  any  grants,  deeds,  con- 
veyances, leases,  writings,  or  papers  relating  to,  or  which 
seeks  to  compel  the  said  defendant  to  set  forth,  in  hssc  verba^ 
any  grants  or  conveyances  of  the  premises  made  by  the  said 
complainant's  mother,  or  any  of  his  ancestors,  or  which  seeb 
any  discovery  of  the  leases  granted  by  this  defendant,  or  those 
under  whom  he  claims,  or  of  any  part  or  parcel  thereof]^  or 
any  other  matter  inquired  after,  or  which  seeks  any  rdief 
against  this  defendant  tooohing  the  premiftefl,  this  defendtot 
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doth  plead  in  bar^  and  for  plea  thereunto  saith,  that  A.  B. 
was,  at  the  time  of  the  deed  and  fine  herein  after  mentioned, 
in  possession  of  the  lands  and  hereditaments  herein  after  men- 
tioned;  or  in  the  receipt  of  the  rents  and  profits  thereof,  and 
[here  was  set  forth  a  deed  of  conveyance  of  the  4th  and  5th 
of  August,  for  a  valuable  consideration,  the  sum  expressed, 
with  the  covenants  for  levying  a  fine,  and  farther  assurance,] 
as  by  the  said  indentures,  when  the  same  shall  be  produced  to 
this  honorable  court,  (reference  being  thereunto  had,)  will 
appear.  And  this  defendant,  for  plea,  farther  saith,  that  the 
said  A.  B.,  for  the  better  assuring  and  conveying  the  said 
premises^  to  the  said  T.  N.  and  his  heirs,  did,  in  term, 

daly  levy  and  acknowledge,  before  the  then  justices  of  his 
then  Majesty's  Court  of  C.  P.,  at  W.,  unto  the  said  T.  N. 
and  his  heirs,  one  fine^  &c.,  with  proclamations  thereupon  had, 
ac3ording  to  the  form  of  the  statute  in  that  behalf  made  and 
provided,  of  the  said  manors  and  premises,  by  the  names  of 
,  as  by  the  records  of  the  said  court  may  appear, 
M  this  defendant  verily  believes ;  by  virtue  of  whicn  inden- 
tores  and  fine  the  said  T.  N.,  as  this  defendant  humbly  in- 
sists, became  and  was  an  absolute  purchaser  of  the  said  manors 
and  premises,  for  a  fiill  and  valuable  consideration,  really 
paid,  as  this  defendant  believes.     And  this  defendant,  for 
plea,  farther  saith,  that  he  believes  the  said  T.  N.  did  ac- 
cordingly, soon  after  the  making  the  said  indentures  of  lease 
.  and  release,  enter  upon  and  take  possession  of  the  said  manors 
and  premises,  and  that  shortly  after  he  made  several  leases  of 
several  parts  of  the  said  premises,  for  divers  terms  of  years, 
some  of  which  this  defendant  believes  are  not  yet  expired, 
[then  state  the  assignment  thereof  to  F.  D.  upon  mortgage, 
and  his  purchasing  the  equity  of  redemption  afterwards,]  as 
in  and  by  the  said  several  indentures  and  endorsements  may 
more  fully  appear;  but,  for  greater  certainty,  touching  the 
said  indentures  and  deeds,  so  by  him  pleaded  as  aforesaid, 
this  defendant  craves  leave  to  refer  thereto,  when  the  same 
shall  be  produced  to  this  honorable  court.     And  this  defend- 
ant insists  that,  by  virtue  of  the  said,  last-mentioned  inden- 
tures and  endorsements,  this  defendant  became  well  entitled, 
as  this  defendant  humbly  insists,  to  the  said  manors  and 
premises,  during  the  respective  terms  of  years  before-men- 
tioned; and  that  the  said  defendant,  and  his  said  trustee  E. 
^'t  by  virtue  of  the  said  conveyances  and  assurances  to  him 
executed  by  the  said  ,  became  entitled  to  the  rever- 

non  and  inheritance  thereof,  discharged  of  the  equity  of  re- 
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demption  which  belonged  to  the  said  ,  or  bis  assigns, 

or  his  heirs  at  law.  And  the  said  defendant  doth  insist  tHat 
the  said  ,  and  those  claiming  title  to  the  said  prem- 

ises, by,  from,  or  under  him,  have  quietly  enjoyed  and  taken 
the  rents,  issues  and  profits  of  the  premises  ever  since ;  and 
until  lately  disturbed  by  the  said  complainant's  original  bill 
of  complaint  and  his  amended  bill.  And  this  defendant  fa- 
ther saith,  this  defendant  had  no  manner  of  notice  of  the  said 
complainant's  right  or  title  to  the  said  premises,  or  any  part 
thereof,  either  at  law  or  in  equity,  which  the  said  complain- 
ant hath  or  ever  had  to  the  said  manors  and  premises,  or  any 
part  thereof,  or  of  any  deeds  or  writings  whatsoever,  whereby 
to  make  the  said  fine,  or  other  conveyances,  executed  to  the 
said,  &c.  the  father,  or  his  estate,  in  the  before  mentioned 
premises,  any  way  defeasible,  or  to  make  any  of  the  Eaid 
manors,  lands,  or  tenements,  in  the  said  bill  mentioned, 
redeemable  by  the  said  ,  or  tlie  said  complainant, 

upon  any  fines  or  considerations  whatsoever ;  or  that  the  same, 
or  any  part  thereof,  were  ever  intended  to  be  redeemable  by 
the  said  complainant,  or  any  of  the  said  complainant's  ances- 
tors, at  or  before  the  execution  of  the  said  indentures  of  the 
14th  July,  1720,  to  this  defendant,  by  the  said  ;  or 

at  or  before  the  respective  times  of  executing  the  several 
before  mentioned  conveyances  to  the  said  E.  F.,  this  defend- 
ant's trustee,  or  before  this  defendant  actually  paid  the  said 
sum  of  to  the  said  ,  for  the   purchase  of 

the  respective  estates  and  interests  in  the  said  premises.  And 
this  defendant  farther  pleads,  and  says,  that  the  said 
had  not,  to  the  knowledge  or  belief  of  this  defendant,  any 
notice  of  the  said  complainant's  title,  or  any  part  thereof,  at 
or  before  the  execution  of  the  said  several  conveyances  and 
assurances,  to  him  the  said,  &c.  respectively.  All  which 
matters  this  defendant  doth  aver,  and  is  ready  to  maintain 
and  prove,  as  this  honorable  Court  shall  think  fit  to  direct 
And  this  defendant  doth  insist  on  the  said  several  matters,  the 
length  of  possession,  and  quiet  enjoyment  by  this  defendant, 
and  non-claim  of  the  said  complainant,  and  doth  plead  the 
same,  and  other  the  matters  and  things  aforesaid  in  bar,  to  so 
much  and  such  parts  of  the  said  bill  as  aforesaid,  and  humbly 
demands  the  judgment  of  this  honorable  Court,  whether  he 
shall  be  compelled  to  give  any  farther  or  other  answer  to  such 
part  of  the  said  bill  as  is  so  pleaded  unto :  and  this  defendant 
not  waiving  his  plea,  but  relying  thereon,  and  for  better  sup- 
porting the  same,  for  answer,  &c. 
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GENERAL  FORMULA  OF  Al^SWERS.  . 

• 

[For  eonrenience,  these  forms  of  answers  have  been  divided  into  fire 
parts:  First,  the  commencement,  denoted  thus:  (i);  Second,  the  intro- 
dnetion,  denoted  thus :  (2) ;  Third,  the  substance,  denoted  thus :  (3) ; 
Fourth,  the  conclusion,  denoted  thus  :  {*) ;  and  fifth,  the  affidavit,  denoted 
thus:  (6).] 

(^)  CoTumencements  of  answers. 

Ordinary  form. — ^The  answer  of ,  the  defendant, 

[or J  one  of  the  defendants,  or,  the  joint  and  several  answers 

of ,  the  defendants,]  to  the  bill  of  complaint  exhibited 

against  him,  [her,  or,  them,]  in  the  court  of  , 

by ,  complainants. 

When  defendant  is  an  infant. — The  answer  of  A.  B.,  an 

-infant   under   the   age  of  twenty-one  years,  by  ,  her 

guardian  ad  litem,  assigned  to  defend  her  in  this  suit,  to  a 

bill  exhibited  against  the  said  A.  B.  (and  others,)  by , 

in  the court  of . 

When  christian  names  of  some  of  the  defendants  have 
been  misstated  in  the  bill. — The  joint  and  several  answer  of 
L.  M.  and  J.  P.,  in  the  bill  called  L.  E.  and  M.  P.  and  Q.  X. 

to  a  bill  exhibited  against  them  (and  others)  in  the  ^ 

court  of ,  by  J.  W. 

Answer  of  one  in  his  otmi  right  and  as  administrator  and 
guardian. — ^The  answer  of  G.  H.  in  his  own  right  and  as 
administrator  of  all  and  singular  the  goods  and  chattels  of 
B,.  L.  deceased,  and  of  the  said  G.  H.  as  guardian  of  L.  B., 
to  a  bill  exhibited  against  him  in  his  own  right  and  as  such 

administrator   and   guardian,  by  B.   D.  in   the  court 

of . 

Answer  of  htLsband  and  wife. — The  joint  answer  of  A.  B. 
and  Caroline  his  wife,  to  a  bill,  &c.  (as  before.) 

A  supplemental  (or  further)  answer, — The  supplemental 
answer  of,  &c.,  &c.,  or,  The  further  answer  of,  &c.,  &c. 

A  plea  and  answer. — (See  section  125  of  preceding 
Tolume.) 
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(*)  Introduction  to  amwers. 

This  defendant  (or,  these  defendants)  now  and  at  all  times 
hereafter  saving  and  reserving  unto  himself  (or  themselves, 
and  each  of  them,)  all  benefit  and  advantage  of  exoepticm 
which  can  or  may  be  had  or  taken  to  the  many  errors,  uncer- 
tainties and  other  imperfections  in  the  said  complainant's  said 
bill  of  complaint  contained,  for  answer  thereto,  or  unto,  so 
much  and  such  parts  thereof  as  this  defendant  is  (or,  these 
defendants  are)  advised  is  or  are  material  or  necessary  for  him 
(or,  them)  to  make  answer  unto,  this  defendant  (or,  these  de- 
zendants,)  answering  saith,  (or,  say,)  &c. 

Another  form, — This '  defendant,  reserving  to  himself  all 
right  of  exception  to  the  said  bill  of  complaint,  for  answer 
thereto  saith,  &c. 

(•)  Substance  of  answer. 
This,  of  course,  varies  with  each  case. 

(*)  Conclusion* 

[And  this  defendant  denies  all  and  all  manner  of  unlawful 
combination  and  confederacy  wherewith  he  is  by  the  said  bill 
charged,  without  this,  that  there  is  any  other  matter,  cause  or 
thing  in  the  said  complainant's  said  bill  of  complaint  con- 
tained, material  or  necessary  for  this  defendant  to  make  an- 
swer unto,  and  not  herein  and  hereby  well  and  sufficiently 
answered,  confessed,  traversed  and  avoided  .or  denied,  is  true 
to  the  knowledge  or  belief  of  this  defendant ;'  all  which  mat- 
ters and  things  this  defendant  is  ready  and  willing  to  aver, 
maintain  and  prove,  as  this  honorable  court  shall  direct,  and 
humbly  prays  to  be  hence  dismissed,  with  his  reasonable  costs 
and  charges  in  this  behalf  most  wrongfully  sustained.] 

The  foregoing,  between  brackets,  may  be  used,  though  it  is 
not  the  usual  practice  in  this  country.  In  lieu  thereof,  the 
following  is  the  form : 

^'  And  now,  having  fully  answered  the  complainant's  bill, 
(and  denying  all  unlawful  combination  and  confederacy  as 
therein  charged,*)  this  respondent  prays  hence  to  be  dis- 
missed with  his  reasonable  costs  in  tlus  behalf  expended,  and 
ho  will  ever  pray,  &c.'^  G.  M.,  p.  d.   . 


*  When  oombination  U  not  charged  in  the  bill,  omit  the  member  of 
eentenoe  encloeed  within  parenthesis. 
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(*)  Affidavit, 

Corporation  (or  county)  of .     This  day  personally 

appeared  before  me,  J.  W.,  a  justice  of  the  peace  (or  notary 
public,  &c.,  &c.)  for  the  corporation  (or  county)  aforesaid,  L. 
H,,  whose  answer  is  above  written,  and  made  oath  that  the 
statements  contained  in  the  said  answer,  so  far  as  made  of  his 
own  knowledge,  are  true;  and  that  such  statements  as  are 
made  therein  from  knowledge  or  information  derived  from 
others,  he  believes  to  be  true.  Given  under  my  hand,  this 
day  of . 

An  answer  hy  P,  G,  \an  executor f^  denying  assets  and  stating 
that  the  estate  is  indebted  to  the  executor, — [-fi^j.  Drafts- 
tnan/j  p,  385.] 

(*)  The  answer  of  P.  C,  esq.,  one  of  the  defendants,  to  a 
bill  of  complaint  of  T.  K.  complainant,  exhibited  in  the 
Court  of . 

(f)  This  defendant  now  and  at  all  times  hereafter,  saving 
ana  reserving  to  himself  all  and  all  manner  of  benefit  and 
advantage  of  exception  to  the  manifold  errors,  uncertainties, 
imperfections,  and  insufficiencies  in  the  said  complainant's 
said  bill  of  complaint  contained,  for  answer  thereunto,  or  unto 
so  much,  and  such  parts  thereof,  as  he  this  defendant  is 
advised,  is  material  for  him  this  defendant  to  make  answer 
unto,  he  this  defendant  answering,  saith,  (f)  that  he  denies 
that  A.  M.  in  the  said  complainant's  bill  mentioned,  was,  at 
the  time  of  making  her  will,  possessed  of  a  considerable 
personal  estate ;  but  this  defendant  admits  that  the  said  A. 
M.  did,  on  or  about  the  time  in  the  said  complainant's  bill 
for  that  purpose  mentioned,  duly  make  and  execute  her  last 
will  and  testament  of  such  date,  purport,  and- effect,  as  in  the. 
said  complainant's  said  bill  of  complaint,  is  for  that  purpose 
particularly  mentioned,  and  that  she  thereby  gave  to  the  said 
T.  R.  her  brother  an  annuity  or  yearly  rent-charge  of  $ 
a  year,  payable  quarterly ;  but  the  said  testatrix  A.  M.  did 
not,  in  and  by  her  said  will,  give  any  directions  out  of  what 
particular  fund  the  said  annuity  of  $  a  year  should  be 

paid.  And  this  defendant  admits  that  the  said  testatrix  by 
her  said  will,  gave  several  other  lagacies,  and  thereby,  after 
having  devised  to  her  daughter  M.  M.  (now  M.  P.)  her 
executors,  administrators,  and  assigns  for  ever,  all  the  rest 
and  residue  of  her  estate,  of  what  nature,  kind,  or  quality 
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soever,  she  the  Baid  testatrix  A.  M.  appointed  'him,  this 
defendant,  and  M.  his  wife,  together  with  J.  R.  and  T.  P. 
since  deceased,  joint  executors  of  her  said  will. 

And  this  defendant  further  answertng,  saith,  that  the  Said 
A.  M.  on  or  ahout  the  day  of  ,  which  was 

in  the  year  of  onr  Lord  .  ,  departed  this  life  without 
revoking  or  altering  her  said  will,  and  that  soon  after  the  said 
A.  M.'s  death,  he  this*  defendant  together  with  M.  his  late 
wife,  J.  R.  and  T.  P.  duly  proved  the  said  A.   M/s  will  in 

the Court  of ,  and  took  upon  themselves  the 

burthen  of  the  execution  thereof;  but  this  defendant  abso- 
lutely denies  that  he  ever  possessed  any  part  of  the  personal 
estate  or  effects  of  the  sai^  A.  M.  save  and  except  a  few 
household  goods  of  very  trifling  value,  or  that  to  his  knowl- 
edge, information  or  belief,  the  said  A.  M.  died  possessed  of 
personal  estate  or  effects  to  any  considerable  value,  or  even 
sufficient  to  pay  her  debts  and  legacies ;  but  on  the  contrary, 
he  this  defendant  saith,  that  he  this  defendant  did,  for  the 
honor  and  credit  of  and  in  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  said 
A.  M.  deceased,  pay  divers  sums  of  his  own  proper  money,  as 
well  in  discharging  several  debts  of  the  said  A.  M.  as  in  the 
payment  of  legacies  given  by  her  the  said  A.  M.  to  her  poor 
relations,  and  also  towards  the  support  and  maintenance  of 
the  said  complainant  T.  R.  who  is  a  person  in  indigent  cir- 
cumstances, imprudently  and  totally  incapable  of  making  a 
proper  use  of  his  money;  and  for  which  reason,  he  this 
defendant  caused  such  sums  of  money  as  he  from  time  to 
time  advanced  to  the  said  T.  R.  to  be.  paid  and  applied  in 
necessaries  for  him. 

And  this  defendant  further  answering  saith,  that  his  late 
wife  M.  C.  in  the  life-time  of  the  said  A.  M.,  from  her 
knowledge  of  the  said  A.  M/s  being  in  bad  circumstances 
and  wanting  money,  did,  for  some  time  before  her  death,  buy 
with  his  this  defendant's  money,  provision  for  the  said  A.  M. 
and  her  family,  and  that  the  said  M.  C.  also  paid  the  said  A. 
M.'s  physician  his  fees  during  the  said  A.  M/s  last  sickness, 
likewise  with  this  defendant's  money,  and  for  which  reason  he 
this  defendant  is  well  satisfied  that  the  said  A.  M.  died  in 
very  indifferent  circumstances,  and  left  little  or  no  personal 
estate  at  her  death. 

And  this  defendant  further  answering  saith,  that  he  hath 
heard  and  believes  it  to  be  true,  that  the  said  A.  M.  was  in 
her  life-time  possessed  of  some  trifling  real  estate  at  W.,  in 
the  county  of  N.,  of  the  valiio  of  ahoixl  $         a  ycm  to  which 
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she  was  entitled  for  her  life  only  5  and  that  npon  her  death 
the  other  defendant  M.  P.,  as  her  only  daughter  and  heir  Tit 
law,  became  entitled  thereto,  and  this  defendant  hath  likewise 
heard  and  believes,  that  the  said  A.  M.  was,  at  the  time  of 
her  death,  possessed  of  another  freehold  estate,  left  her  by 
the  will  of  —  P.  deceased,  for  her  life  only,  and  after  her 
decease,  to  the  said  defendant  M.  P.  and  her  heirs. 

And  this  defendant  further  answering  saith,  that  he  knows 
of  no  other  estate,  of  which  the  said  A,  M.  died  possessed. 

And  this  defendant  further  answering  saith,  that  he  hath 
heard  and  believes  that  the  other  defendants  J.  P.  and  M. 
his  wife  have,  since  the  decease  of  the  said  A.  M.,  sold  and 
disposed  of  the  said  lands  and  prmnises  at  W.  aforesaid. 

And  this  defendant  further  answering  saith,  that  he  this 
defendant,  or  the  other  defendant  J.  R.,  to  the  knowledge, 
information,  or  belief  of  him  this  defendant,  never  paid 
several  considerable  sums  of  money,  or  any  sum  of  money 
whatsoever,  on  account  of  the  personal  estate  of  the  said  A. 
M.,  into  the  hands  of  the  other  defendants  J.  P.  and  M.  his 
wife,  or  either  of  them;  neither  does  this  defendant  know, 
or  has  he  ever  heard,  save  by  the  said  complainant's  said  bill 
of  complaint,  that  the  said  M.  C.  this  defendant's  late  wife, 
and  J.  T.  deceased,  or  either  of  them,  did  in  their  respective 
life-times,  out  of  the  personal  estate  which  they  received  of 
the  said  A.  M.,  pay  her  the  said  A.  M.'s  debts  and  legacies, 
neither  does  this  defendant  know  of  the  said  M.  C.  or  the 
said  J.  T.'s  having  ever  possessed  any  part  of  the  said  A. 
M.'s  personal  estate,  ^if  any  she  had,)  save  and  except  a  few 
household  goods  whicn  this  defendant  hath  heard  and  believes 
they  the  said  M.  C.  and  J.  T.  in  their  life-times  sold  for  the 
sum  of  ?  ,  or  some  such  small  sums  of  money,  as  this 

defendant  hath  been  informed,  but  which  said  sum  of  8  , 
or  any  part  thereof,  never  came  to  the  hands,  custody, 
or  power  of  this  defendant,  neither  was  this  defendant  privy 
to  the  sale  thereof,  or  ever  had  or  saw,  to  the  best  of  his 
remembrance  or  belief,  any  written  account  thereupon,  or  any 
inventory  of  the  said  household  goods,  neither  can  he  set 
forth  the  particulars  thereof,  having  never  been  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  said  household  goods,  or  of  any  inventory  or 
account  thereof;  but  this  defendant  is  well  satisfied  that  the 
said  A.  M.  was  indebted  to  his  late  wife  the  said  M.  C.  in 
her  life-time  in  a  much  greater  sum  of  money  than  the 
amount  of  such  household  goods. 


894  FORMS   OP  ANSWERS   JN   SPBCIAL  GASES. 

And  this  defendant  further  answering  saithy  that  he  hath 
heard  and  believes,  that  the  other  defendant  J.  R.  was  in  the 
receipt  of  the  rents  and  profits  of  the  lands  and  premises  at 
W.  from  the  death  of  the  said  A.  M.  to  the  time  of  the  said 
other  defendant  J.  P.  and  M.  his  wife's  selling  the  same; 
and  that  he  the  said  J.  R.  during  the  time  he  was  so  in  the 
receipt  of  the  said  rents,  did  out  of  such  rents  and  profits 
pay  to,  or  to  the  use  of  the  said  complainant,  the  said  rent 
of  the  said  premises,  and  that  by  such  payments,  the  said 
annuity  of    i^  a  year  must    have   been    overpaid  and 

unsatisfied  to  the  said  complainant.  And  this  defendant 
submits  to  this  honorable  Court,  that  as  he  hath  possessed  no 
assets  of  the  said  A.  M.  he  is  in  no  respect  bound  to  pay  the 
said  annuity  or  to  come  to  any  account  with  the  said  com- 
plainant in  respect  thereto.  And  this  defendant  submits  it 
to  this  honorable  Court  that  he  is  well  entitled  and  ought  in 
justice  to  receive  out  of  the  said  A.  M.'s  personal  estate,  (if 
she  left  any,)  all  such  sums  and  sum  of  money  which  he  this 
defendant  hath  paid  for  her  the  said  A.  M.,  or  on  her 
account.  And  this  defendant  denies  that  he  hath  been  applied*' 
to  for  the  several  purposes  alleged  by  the  said  complainant, 
otherwise  than  by  the  said  complainant's  said  bill  of  com- 
plaint. And  this  defendant  denies  all  and  all  manner  of 
unlawful  combination  and  confederacy  in  the  said  complain- 
ant's said  bill  of  complaint  charged.     (*)  Without  that,  &c. 

P.  C.  (by  Counsel.) 

(Add  Affidavit.) 

An  anstcer  to  a  bill  /or  an  injunction  to  stay  proceedings  at 
law  on  a  judgment — [Alexander's  Ch.  Pr,  290.] 

(^)  The  answer  of,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula.) 

(')  This  defendant,  &c.,  (as  in  general  formula.)  (')  That 
at  the  term  of  County  Court,  he  recovered  a 

judgment  against  the  complainant  for  the  sum  of 
being  the  amount  due  him,  as  the  holder  of  certain  promis- 
sory notes,  mentioned  and  described  in  the  bill  of  complaint, 
as  drawn  by  the  said  complainant,  payable  to  one  B,  and  by 
him  endorsed  to  this  defendant.  And  as  the  said  judgment 
was  recovered  without  any  fraud  on  his  part,  &c.,  it  remains 
in  full  force  and  unreversed,  and  as  all  the  objections  now 
pretended  against  it  in  said  bill,  were  inquirable  into  at  law, 
and  shown  to  be  true,  might  have  been  used  as  defences  in 
his  aforesaid  action  at  laW;  this  defendant  relies  on  his  afore 
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said  judgment,  and  pleads  tlie  same  in  bar  of  all  the  relief 
which  the  complainant  now  seeks  by  his  bill. 

And  this  defendant  avers  that  he  knows  nothing  whatever 
of  any  of  the  transactions  between  the  complainant  and  the 
said  B,  and  out  of  which  the  pretended  equities  of  the  com- 
plainant are  supposed  to  arise,  and  can  neither  admit  nor 
deny  the  charges  in  the  bill  in  that  behalf.  He  insists  that 
all  inquiry  into  these  matters  is  precluded  by  the  judgment 
aforesaid,  but  if  it  shall  be  considered  by  this  coart  that  they 
are  still  open  for  examination  in  this  suit,  he  is  advised  to 
insist  that  the  said  B  is  a  necessary  party  to  this  suit,  to  aid 
this  defendant  in  his  defence  thereof. 

And  this  defendant  avers  that  he  acquired  the  aforesaid 
promissory  notes  before  they  or  any  of  them  became  payable 
bona  fide,  for  a  full  and  valuable  consideration,  and  without 
notice  of  any  of  the  equities  or  defences  now  pretended  by 
the  complainant  against  them;  he  is  therefore  advised  and 
insists  that  his  right  as  the  holder  thereof  cannot  be  affected 
by  proof  now  adduced  of  any  latent  equities  existing  between 
^he  original  parties  to  the  said  notes. 

And  as  to  the  matters  of  account  which  are  pretended  in  said 
bill,  to  be  remaining  unsettled  between  the  complainant  and 
this  defendant,  in  respect  of  which  a  large  balance  of  money 
is  pretended  to  be  due  from  this  defendant  to  the  complainant } 
this  defendant  says  that  upon  the  complainant's  own  showing, 
they  are  matters  for  the  cognizance  of  a  cotirt  of  common 
law,  and  he  therefore  insists  that  this  court  has  no  jurisdiction 
to  examine  inta  them,  or  to  grant  any  relief  to  the  com- 
plainant in  respect  thereof;  and  he  more  especially  relies  on 
and  pleads  the  judgment  aforesaid  against  the  claim  of  the 
said  complainant  to  have  the  balance  to  be  found  due  on 
taking  an  account  of  the  aforesaid  matters  set  off  or  dis- 
counted from  the  sum  recovered  by  said  judgment. 

And  this  defendant  further  says  that  if  the  complainant  ever 
had  any  cause  of  suit  or  action  against  this  defendant,  for  or 
in  respect  of  the  aforesaid  matters  of  account  or  any  of  them, 

the  same  did  accrue  unto  him  upwards  of years  before 

the  filing  of  the  present  bill,  or  suing  out  process  thereon 

against  this  defendant,  and  upwards  of years  before  this 

defendant  became  the  holder  of  the  aforesaid  promissory  notes, 
and  he  pleads  the  act  for  limitation  of  actions  and  so  forth, 
against  all  the  relief  which  the  complainant  seeks  in  respect 
the)reo£ 
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And  this  defendant  insisting  on  his  aforesaid  defences,  and 
praying  to  have  the  same  benefit  thereof  as  if  they  were 
herein  specially  pleaded,  for  further  answer  admits,  &c.,  &c., 
[here  answer  the  several  allegations  in  the  bill;  and  when 
the  bill  charges  fraud  and  combination  the  answer  should 
deny  such'fraud,  &c.] 

And  as  in  duty  bound  he  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

[Affidavit.] 

An  answer  of  mortgagor  to  a  hill  of  foreclosure, 

(*)  The  answer  of,  &c.  [as  in  general  formula.] 
(«)  This  defendant,  &c.,  answereth  and  saith,  he  admits  it  to 
be  true  that  this  defendant  did  at  or  about  the  time  in  the  said 
bill  of  complaint  in  that  behalf  mentioned,  borrow  the  sum  of 

$ from  A.  W.  the  elder  in  the  said  bill  of  complaint 

named,  and  that  thereupon  such  indenture  of  bargain  and 
sale  and  such  bond  as  in  the  said  bill  of  complaint  are  set 
forth,  were  duly  made,  and  executed  by  and  between  this 
defendant  and  the  said  A.  W.  the  elder,  and  were  of  such 
date  and  to  such  purport  and  effect  as  in  the  said  bill  of  com- 
plaint in  that  behalf  stated;   but  for  his  greater  certainty 
nevertheless  as  to  the  said  indenture  and  bond  and  the  respec- 
tive dates,   purport  and   effect  thereof  this  defendant  craves 
leave  to  refer  thereto  when  produced ;  And  this  defendant  fiir- 
ther  answering  saith,  he  admits  it  to  be  true  that  the  said  A. 
W.  the  elder  departed  this  life  before  payment  of  the  said 
principal-money  or  any  part  thereof;  And  this  defendant  fur- 
ther saith  it  may  be  true  for  any  thing  this  defendant  knows 
to  the  contrary  that  the  said  A.  W.  the  elder  left  A.  W.  the 
younger  in  the  said  bill  of  complaint  also  named  his  eldest 
son  and  heir  at  law  him  surviving,  and  that  he  had  first  duly 
made  and  published  his  last  wiD  and  testament  in  writing, 
and  thereby  appointed  the  said  complainant  T.  W.  and  the 
said  A.  W.  the  younger  and  L.  W.  since  deceased  executors 
thereof,  and  that  the  said  executors  duly  proved  the  said  will 
in  the  proper  Court,  and  that  the  said  will  did  not  in  any 
manner  affect    the  said   mortgaged  premises,   and    that  the 
legal  estate    and  interest  therein  descended  on  and   vested 
in  the  said   A.  W.   the  younger,   and  that  such   indenture 
as  in  the  said  bill  of  complaint  is  stated  to  bear  date,  &c.  was 
duly  made  and  executed  by  and  between  such  parties  and 
to  such  purport  a&  in  the  said  bill  of  complaint  set  forth ;  and 
that  the  said  A.  W.  the  younger  departed  this  life  at  or  about 
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the  time  in  the  said  bill  of  complaint  in  that  behalf  mentioned^ 
leaving  the  said  complainant  Gr.  W.  an  infant,  his  only  son 
and  heir  at  law  him  surviving,  and  that  he  had  first  duly 
made  and  published  his  last  will  and  testament  in  writing  of 
such  dat«  as  in  the  said  bill  of  complaint  mentioned,  and 
thereby  appointed  the  said  complainants  T.  W.  &c.  executors 
thereof,  and  that  the  said  complainants  duly  proved  the  said 
will  in  the  proper  Court,  and  that  the  said  will  did  not  in 
any  manner  affect  the  said  premises,  and  that  the  legal 
estate  and  interest  therein  descended  upon  and  is  now  vested 
in  the  said  complainant  Gr.  W.,  and  that  the  said  T.  W. 
departed  this  life  soon  after  the  death  of  the  said  last-men- 
tioned testator,  and  that  thereupon  the  said  complainant  T. 
W.  became  also  the  surviving  executor  of  the  said  A.  W.  the 
elder,  but  this  defendant  knows  nothing  of  the  said  several 
matters  aforesaid  save  as  he  is  informed  by  the  said  bill  of 
complaint,  and  therefore  craves  leave  to  refer  the  said  com- 
plainants to  such  proof  thereof  as  they  shall  be  able  to  make. 
And  this  defendant  admits  that  the  ^^aid  principal  sum  of 

9 or  any  part  thereof  hath  not  yet  been  paid,  and  that 

the  same  now  remains  due  and  owing  from  this  defendant  on 
the  security  of  the  said  mortgaged  premises  together  with  an 

arrear  of  interest  thereon  from  ,  but  this  defendant 

denies  that  the  said  mortgaged  premises  are  a  scanty  security 
for  the  same,  and  on  the  contrary  thereof  this  defendant  saith 

that  the  said  mortgaged  premiseis  are  of  the  value  of  $ 

and  upwards ;  and  this  defendant  saith  that  there  is  no  other 
charge  or  incumbrance  affecting  the  said  mortgaged  premises ; 
and  this  defendant  trusts  this  honorable  Court  will  allow  him 
a  reasonable  time  for  the  redemption  of  the  said  premises ; 
And  this  defendant  denies,  &c. 

[Add  affidavit.] 

DISCLAIMERS. 

The  disclaimer  must  be  on  oath  as  an  answer.     See  pages 
70,  71,  ^nte. 

Form  of  disclaimer. 

The  disclaimer  of  A,  to  the  bill  of  complaint  of  B,  against 
him  in  chancery  exhibited. 

'  This  defendant  says  that  he  does  not  know  or  believe  that 
he  ever  had,  nor  did  he  claim  or  pretend  to  have,  nor  doth  he 
now  claim  or  pretend  to  have  any  right,  title  or  interest  of,  in 
34 
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or  to  the  estates  and  premises  in  the  said  bill  set  forth  or  any 
part  thereof;  and  this  defendant  doth  disclaim  all  right,  title 
and  interest  to,  or  in  the  said  estates  and  premises,  and  every 
part  thereof.     And  prays  to  be  dismissed  with  costs,  &c. 

.   Ansicei'  and  disclaimer. 

m 

These  defendants,  &(r.  say  they  admit  that  J.  C.  in  the  said 

bill  named  departed  this  life  on  the day  of ,  having 

first  duly  made  his  last  will  and  testament,  whereby  he 
appointed  his  sons  these  defendants  joint  executors  thereof, 

and  that  they  these  defendants  proved  the  same  in  the 

Court  of ,  on  the day  of ,  and  thereby  be- 
came his  legal  personal  representatives;  And  these  defend- 
ants further  severally  answering  say  they  do  not  claim  any 
interest  in  the  estates  in  the  said  bill  stated  to  be  charged 
with  the  annuities  to  the  said  complainants  W.  S.  and  J. 
C.  therein  mentioned  and  with  the  mortgage  therein  also 
mentioned  to  be  assigned  to  them ;  And  these  defendants  fur- 
ther severally  answering  say  they  do  not  object  to  the  pay- 
ment of  what  may  be  due  to  the  said  complainants  out  of 
the  rents  and  profits  of  the -said  estates;  And  these  defendants 
do  disclaim  all  right  title  and  interest  in  and  to  the  said  es- 
tates and  every  part  thereof;  And  these  defendants  deny,  &c. 

REPLICATIONS   TO   ANSWERS. 

See  section  181,  in  preceding  volume,  and  note;  also,  sec- 
tions 182—5. 

General  replication. 

Sec  Form  in  section  181,  preceding  volume.  Rarely 
reduced  to  writing  in  Virginia  State  Courts,  or  in  the 
United  States  Courts  held  in  Virginia. 

EXCEPTIONS    TO   ANSWERS. 

See  sections  18G — 198,  in  preceding  volume. 

Several  cxcejytions  to  an  steer  in  Chancery. 

In  the Court  of . 

Between  J.  E.,  complainant,  and  J.  F.  and  0.  R.,  de- 
fendants. 

Exceptions  taken  by  the  said  complainant  to  the  insufficient 
answer  of  the  said  defendant  C.  R.  to  the  said  complainant's 
bill  of  complaint. 
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1st. — For  that  the  said  defendant  C.  11.  hath  not  to  the 
best  and  utmost  of  his  knowledge,  remembrance,  information 
*  and  belief,  answered  and  set  forth  whether  at  the  time  when 
the  reversionary  interest  of  the  said  C.  R.  in  the  said  bill 
mentioned  was  put  up  for  sale  as  therein  mentioned,  the 
Reverend  J.  F*R.  in  the  said  bill  named  the  father  of  the 
said  complainant,  did  not  and  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
said  complainant,  request  T.  C.  in  the  said  bill  named  to 
attend  or  procure  some  person  to  attend  the  said  sale  and 
purchase  the  reversionary  interest  for  him  the  said  J.  F.  R., 
nor  whether  the  said  T.  C.  did  not  request  J.  G-.  in  the  said 
bill  named  to  attend  such  sale  and  to  purchase  the  reversion- 
ary interest  of  the  said  C.  R.  in  the  estate  in  the  said  bill 
mentioned  for  the  said  J.  F.  11.  as  therein  mentioned,  nor 
whether  the  said  J.  Tl.  did  not  accordingly  attend  such  sale, 
nor  whether  he  did  not  become  the  purchaser  of  the  said 
reversionary^  interest  for  the  said  J.  F.  R.  at  the  sum  of  $100 
or  at  some  other  and  what  sum  of  money. 

2d. — For  that  the  said  defendant  hg^th  not  in  manner 
aforesaid  answered  and  set  forth  whether  in  consequence  of 
such  purchase  the  said  J.  F.  R.  did  not  give  instructions  to 
his  then  solicitor  for  preparing  the  necessary  conveyance  of 
the  said  reversionary  interests  in  the  said  estate  and  premises, 
and  for  suffering  a  recovery  and  making  a  complete  settlement 
thereof  according  to  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  W.  his 
counsel  in  the  said  bill  named. 

3d. — For  that  the  said  defendant  hath  not  in  manner 
aforesaid  answered  and  set  forth  whether  thb  necessary  drafts 
of  such  deeds  were  not  accordingly  prepared  by  the  said  Mr. 
"W.  for  that  purpose,  nor  whether  "before  such  deeds  were 
executed  the  said  J.  F.  R.  did  not  change  his  mind  respecting 
the  same,  and  give  directions  to  have  fit  and  proper  deeds 
prepared  for  conveying  the  said  estate  and  premises  to  the 
said  complainant  for  the  said  complainant's  own  benefit,  nor 
whether  the  same  was  not  so  made  accordingly. 

4th. — For  that  the  said  defendant  hath  not  in  manner 
aforesaid  answered  and  set  forth  whether  the  said  J.  F.  R. 
did  not  himself  pay  the  said  sum  of  $100  out  of  his  own 
proper  moneys  as  the  purchase-money  of  the  said  estate. 

5th. — For  that  the  said  defendant  hath   not  in  manner 
aforesaid  answered  and  set  forth  whether  under  the  circum-% 
stances  in  the  said  bill  stated,  the  said  complainant  was  or  can 
be    considered  as   a   purchaser  himself  of  the  reversionary 
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interest  aforesaid  of  the  said  estate  and  premises  and  why, 
nor  whether  the  said  complainant  was  in  fact  the  purchaser, 
thereof,  nor  whether  he  did  ever  and  when  advance  and  pay 
the  purchase-money  or  any  part  thereof  out  of  his  own  proper 
moneys,  nor  whether  the  said  J.  F.  R.  was  not  the  actual 
purchaser  thereof  in  the  manner  and  under  th?  circumstances 
in  the  said  bill  stated,  and  if  not  why  not. 

6th. — For  that  the  said  defendant  hath  not  in  manner 
aforesaid  answered  and  set  forth  whether  the  reversionary 
interest  in  the  said  estate  so  purchased  by  the  said  J.  F.  R. , 
was  not  a  free  gift  from  him  to  the  said  complainant  and  for 
his  advancement  in  life,  and  if  not  why  not ;  nor  whether  the 
said  C.  R.  did  not  well  know  thereof  at  the  time  of  the 
execution  of  the  aforesaid  conveyance  to  the  said  complainant, 
nor  whether  he  did  not  fully  concur  and  approve  thereof,  nor 
whether  all  or  some  and  which  of  the  rest  of  the  creditors 
who  had  proved  debts  under  the  said  cohimissi«n  did  not 
also  fully  concur  and  approve  of  the  saine. 

7th. — For  that  the  said  defendant  hath  not  in  manner 
aforesaid  answered  and  set  forth  whether  the  sale  of  the 
reversionary  interest  aforesaid  to  the  said  J.  E.  R.  did  not 

take  place  in  the  month  of  June ,  or  at  some  other  and 

.what  time,  nor  whether  the  conveyance  to  the  said  com- 
plainant did  not  take  place  in  the  month  of  January ,  or 

at  some  other  and  what  time. 

8th. — For  that  the  said  defendant  hath  not  in  manner 
aforesaid  answered  and  set  forth  whether  upon  the  death  of 

his  father  the  said  J.  F.  R.  in  the  month  of  March or 

at  some  other  and  what  time  the  said  complainant  did  not 
enter  into  possession  of  the  said  estate  under  and  by  virtue  of 
the  said  conveyance,  nor  whether  he  hath  not  ever  since  been 
in  the  undisturbed  possession  thereof  without  any  claim  being 
made  by  or  on  the  part  of  the  said  C.  R.,  or  the  validity  of 
the  transactions  and  conveyance  in  the  said  ^11  stated  being 
questioned  by  him. 

9th. — For  that  the  sai4  defendant  hath  not  in  manner 
aforesaid  answered  and  set  forth  whether  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances in  the  said  bill  stated  the  said  C.  R.  hath  any  and 
what  claim  upon  the  said  estate  and  premises,  nor  whether  he 
is  entitled  to  question  the  validity  of  the  said  complainant's 
title  to  the  said  estate,  nor  whether  the  said  complainant  at 
any  time  and  when  executed  any  declaration  of  trust  of  the 
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said  estate  and  premises  or  any  part  thereof  to  or  in  favor  of 
him  the  said  C.  R. 

In  all  which  particulars  the  said  complainant  excepts  to 
the  answer  of  the  said  defendant  C.  R.  as  evasive,  imperfect 
and  insufficient,  and  humbly  prays  that  the  said  defendant  C. 
R.  may  be  coiopelled  to  put  in  a  full  and  sufficient  answer 
thereto. 

G.  M.,  p.  q. 


PRACTICAL  NOTES,  &c. 


See  sections  93, 194  of  preceding  volume;  al^o  pp.  243-50,  an/tf;  note 
eapccially  (38)  p.  248;  {15j  (16,)  p.  252;  (19,)  p.  254;  (21,)  p.  255;  pp.  272, 
3;  p.  296;  p.  310.  Affidavits  to  answers,  disclaimers,  &c.,  may  be  to  the 
like  eflfect.witb  that  pointed  out  on  p.  317  as  proper  in  case  of  a  bill  of  in- 
junction, &,c. 
^  A  party  claiming  relief  in  equity,  as  a  bona  fide  purchaser  must  posi- 
tively and  precisely  deny  all  notice  though  it  be  not  charged.  1  John  Ch. 
Rep.  302,  Ibid.  566;  2  John  Ch.  Rep.  155-  Ibid.  158;  3  John  Ch.  Rep. 
345.  When  a  defendant  answers  that  he  has  not  any  knowledge  or  infor- 
mation of  a  fact  charged  in  the  plaintifTs  bill,  he  is  not  bound  to  declare 
his  belief  one  way  or  the  other.  Morris,  dtc.  v.  Parker,  3  John  Ch.  Rep. 
297.  It  is  only  when  he  states  a  fact  upon  information  or  hearsay  that  he 
is  reauired  to  state  his  belief.    Ibid.    See  also  5  John  Ch.  Rep.  247. 

When  a  plea  is  ordered  to  stand  for  an  answer,  it  may  be  considered  as  a 
defence  in  whole  or  in  part,  but  not  as  a  full  defence.  6  John.  Ch.  Rep. 
254 ;  in  such  case,  the  plaintiff  cannot  except  to  the  plea  as  an  answer, 
without  special  leave  given  for  that  purpose.  Ibid.  See  1  Brown's  Ch. 
Rep.  p.  404.     4  Brown's  Ch.  Rep.  439 ;  also  3  Ves.  222. 

See  Hughes  v.  Blake,  9  Wheat.  453,  cited  ante.  p.  305,  311,  and  Heartt 
V,  Coming,  3  Farnge  569.  In  the  latter  of  these  cases,  Ch.  Walworth  said 
that  when  it  is  unnecessary  to  support  the  plea  by  an  answer,  the  plea  is 
not  considered  as  evidence  in  behalf  of  the  defendant  as  to  any  facts  stated 
therein,  and  does  not  require  che  testimony  of  more  than  one  witness  to 
contradict  it,  even  where  it  negatives  a  material  Averment  in  the  bill.  See 
2  Rob.  Pr.  331. 

A  plaintiff  cannot  read  his  own  answer  to  a  bill  of  disccver^r  in  a  cross 
suit  in  evidence  unless  the  defendant  chooses  first  to  introduce  it.  I  John 
Ch;  Rep.  131. 

As  to  pleas  to  the  jurisdiction,  see  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171^  sec.  19  ; 
also  sec.  37. 

As  to  when  pleas  in  equity  should  be  on  oath,  Lord  Redesdale,  en  the 
authority  of  the  Practical  Register,  says  I  *'  pleas^to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court,  or  in  disability  of  the  person  of  the  plaintiff,  as  well  as  ()lea8  in  bar 
of  any  matter  of  record,  or  of  matters  recorded,  or  as  of  record  in  the  court 
itself,  or  any  other  court,  mapr  be  put  in  without  oath."  (See  above  cited 
sec.  37,  chap.  171,  Code  of  V^irgiuia,  requiring  oath  to  pleas  in  abatement.) 
Daaiell  thinks  the  doctrine  too  broadly  stated  by  his  Lordship  and  suggests 
the  following  general  rule  :  **  The  best  mode  to  be  adopted  by  the  practi- 
tioner for  determining  the  question  will  be  to  consider  how  far  the  oath  will 
be  necessary  in  the  event  of  the  i>lca  being  considered  valid,  and  issue  be- 
ing joined  upon  it,  to  establish  its  truth  by  evidence  upon  ohth  at  the  hear- 
ing ;  and  in  all  cases  where  such  evidence  upon  oath  would  be  required 
at  the  hearing,  to  let  the  {flea  be  accompanied  by  the  oath  of  the  defend- 
ant." 2  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  211.  In  U.  S.  C.  C.  all  pleas  should  be  put  in  un- 
der oath.    See  sec.  171  anU. 
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VI. 


Proceedings  at  iiiles  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  and  in 

the  Virginia  State  Cotirts, 

RULES   IN   THE   TNITED   STATES   CIRCUIT   COURTS. 

Tho  rules  are  held  in  these  courts  in  an  Order  Book  required  by 
the  fourth  rule  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  to  be  kept  by 
the  clerks  of  the  several  circuit  courts  of  the  United  States.  On 
reference  to  the  Rules  of  Practice,  p.  219  ante,  the  reader  will 
learn  the  mode  of  holding  rules  in  these  courts  and  the  character 
of  the  entries  to  be  made  therein. 

RULES  IN   THE  VIRGINIA   STATE  COURTS. 

"  The  following  are  the  orders  entered  at  rules  in  these  courts  as 
extended,  when  the  record  in  suits  in  equity  is  made  up.  These 
orders  are  entered  in  brief  on  the  rule  book  by  the  clerk,  as  will 
be  seen  on  reference  to  tho  "  Form  ^f  clerk's  rule  book"  here- 
after given. 

As  was  stated  in  preceding  volume,  sec.  6,  the  rules  for  these 
courts  are  opened  in  the  clerk's  office  on  the  Jirst  Monday  in 
every  month,  except  when  a  term  of  a  circuit  court  or  a  quar- 
terly term  of  a  county  or  corporation  court  commences  on  that 
day,  or  either  of  the  two  following  days,  or  on  the  preceding 
Thursday,  Friday  and  Saturday,  in  either  of  which  events,  the 
rules  will  be  held  on  the  last  Monday  in  the  next  preceding 
month.     The  rules  continue  open  three  days,  (a) 


(a)  It  was  stated  in  sec.  1,  preceding  volume,  that  suits  ordinarily  wty 
he  instituted  in  the  Virginia  State  courts  before  filing  a  bill  or  infomiatioD, 
by  filing  a  memorandum  with  the  clerk,  and  the  form  of  a  memorandamis 
given  in  that  section.  The/ollowing  are  forms  of  other  memoranda  to  in- 
stitute a  suit  in  these  courts: 

MEMORANDA. 

Memorandum  for  summons  in  suit  instituted  by  a  next  friend  of  isfaat 

or  married  woman. 

A.  B.,  an  infant  (of  tender  years,  by  G.  H.,  his  next  friend,  plaintiff; 
against  R.  B.  and  K.  L.,  defendants. 

Issue  summons,  ^c,  (as  in  sec.  1  of  preceding  volume.) 

•G.  M.|  p.  q. 
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Forms  of  orders  at  rules  in  Virginia  State  Courts, 

[In  the  following  forms,  the  sections  marked  as  tlie  heading  of  each  entry 
refer  to  sections  in  the  preceding  volume.] 

Rule  on  plaintiff  to  file  Ms  hill,    (Sec.  8  and  67.) 

This  day  the  defendant  C.  D.  appeared  to  the  suit  against  him 
by  A.  B.,  plaintiff,  and  gave  a  rule  to  the  plaintiff  to  file  his  bill 
on  or  before  next  rules  to  be  held  in  this  office. 

Stdt  dismissed  for  want  of  hill  after  rule,      (Sec.  9  and  67.) 

In  this  suit,  the  defendant  C.  D.  gave  a  rule  to  the  plaintiff  at 

the  rules  to  file  his  bill,  and  the  said  plaintiff  having 

failed  to  file  the  same,  it  is  ordered  that  this  suit  stand  dismissed 
and  that  the  plaintiff  pay  unto  the  said  defendant  five  dollars  and 
his  costs  by  him  about  his  defence  in  this  behalf  expended. 

SamCf  when  three  months  have  expired  since  summons  was  executed 
on  the  defendant  and  hill  not  filed.     (Sec.  9  and  67.) 

Three  months  having  expired  since  the  summons  issued  in  this 
suit  was  executed  on  the  defendant,  C.  D.,  and  the  plaintiff  hav- 
ing failed  to  file  his  bill  herein,  it  is  ordered  that  this  suit  be 
dismissed. 

Suit  abated  for  want  of  jurisdiction.    (Sec.  10.) 

The  defendant,  C.  D.,  having  been  returned  by  the  sheriff  of 
on  the  summons  heretofore  issued  against  him,  as  not  a 


Julia  B.,  the  wife  ofR.  B.,  by  J.  M.,  her  next  friend,  plaintiff,  against 
K.  L.  and  the  said  R.  B.,  dafendants. 

Issue  summons,  &c.,  (as  in  sec.  1.  of  preceding  volume.) 

6.  M.,  p.  q. 

When  there  are  infant  or  insane  defendants, 

L.  B.,  plaintiff,  against  G.  M.,  R.  P.,  (a  person  of  unsound  mind,)  and 
Q,.  O.,  the  last  named  of  whom  is  an  infant  under  the  age  of  twenty-one 
years,  defendants. 

Issue  summons,  &c.,  (as  in  sec.  1.  of  preceding  volume.) 

G.  W;  R.,  p.  q. 

'    By  the  committee  of  lunatic,  8f€, 

I.  B.,  committee  of  the  person  and  estate  of  E>  F.,  a  lunatic,  {or,  com- 
mittes  of  the  estate  of  B.  M.,  a  convict,)  plaintiff,  against  R.  M.,  C.  D.  and 
J.  S.,  and  B.  W.,  the  committee  of  the  person  and  estate  of  L.  W.,  a  luna- 
tic, defendants. 

Issue  summons,  &c.,  (as  in  sec.  1.  of  preceding  volume.) 
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resident  of  this  county,  and  it  appearing  on  the  face  of  the  bill 
of  plaintiff,  that  this  court  has  not  jurisdiction  as  to  said  defen- 
dant, it  is  ordered  that  this  suit  abate. 

Decree  nisi,    (Sec.  68.) 

The  summons  awarded  in  this  cause  being  returned  executed 
on  the  defendant  C.  D.,  and  the  bill  of  the  plaintiff  having  been 
filed,  and  the  said  G.  D.  still  failing  to  appear  and  plead,  answer 
or  demur  to  the  said  bill,  on  the  motion  of  thq  plaintiff  it  is 
ordered  that  it  be  entered  on  record  that  his  bill  vnll  be  taken 
for  confessed  as  to  the  said  C.  D.,  if  the  said  C.  D.  shall  continue 
in  default. 

Ride  to  plead  given  defendant  by  plaintiff,    (Sec.  68.) 

The  summons  awarded  in  this  cause  bein^  returned  executed 
on  the  defendant,  CD.,  and  the  bill  of  the  plaintiff  having  been 
filed,  and  the  said  defendant  0.  B.  having  appeared,  but  yet  fails  to 

Slead,  answer  or  demur  to  the  said  bill,  a  rule  is  given  to  the  said 
efendant  to  plead,  answer  or  demur  to  the  said  bill  by  the  rules 
next  succeeding  this  rules ;  and  if  the  said  0:  D.  shaU  then  fail 
to  plead,  answer  or  demur  to  the  said  bill  the  same  will  be  taken 
for  confessed  as  to  him.  ^ 

BUI  taken  for  confessed  and  cause  set  for  TieaHng,    (Sec.  69.) 

The  defendant  C.  D.  not  yet  having  appeared  and  pleaded,  an- 
swered or  demurred  to  the  plaintiff's  bill,  the  same  is  taken  for 
confessed  as  to  the  said  defendant,  and  the  cause  is  set  for  hear- 
ing as  to  him,  (a) 

(hy  the  defendant  C.  D.,  who  has  appeared  to  this  suit,  still 
failing  to  plead,  answer  or  demur  to  the  plaintiff's  bill,  the  same 
is  taken  for  confessed  as  to  the  said  defendant,  and  the  cause  set 
for  hearing  as  to  him.  (a.) 

Plea  or  demurrer  set  down  for  argument,     (Sec.  71.) 

This  day  came  the  defendant  C.  D.,  and  filed  a  plea  (or  demur- 
rer) i»  the  plaintiff's  bill,  and  the  said  plea  {or  demurrer)  is  set 
•  down  for  argument. 

Issue  taken  on  })lea.     (Sec.  71.) 

This  day  cauie  the  defendant  C.  D.,  and  filed  a  plea  to  the 
plaintiff's  bill,  and  the  plaintiff  took  issue  upon  the  statements 


(a)  See  Sec  69.    In  case  of  taking  bill  for  conresied,  the  cause  may  b« 
Bet  for  hearing  at  the  same  or  at  the  succeeding  rtileif- 
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made  in  thosaid  plea,  and  it  is  ordered  that  the  said  issue  be 
tried  by  a  jury,  (a.) 

ReplicaUoih  to  answer  and  cauxe  set  for  hearing,    (Sec.  73.) 

This  day  the  defendant  C.  D.  appeared  and  filed  his  answer  to 
the  bill  of  the  plaintiff,  and  the  plaintiff  thereupon  replied  gene- 
rally, and  the  cause  is  set  for  hearing  as  to  the  said  defendant. 

Exceptions  to  ansicer,    (Sec.  73.) 

The  plaintiff  this  day  filed  exceptions  to  the  defendant's  answer, 
and  the  said  exceptions  are  set  down  for  argument. 

Suit  set  for  heariJig  by  defondant,    (Sec.  76.) 

Four  months  having  elapsed  since  the  answer  of  C.  D.,  a  de- 
fendant in  this  cause  was  filed,  and  the  plaintiff  herein  not  hav- 
ing set  the  cause  for  hearing  as  to  such  defendant,  and  not  hav- 
ing filed  exceptions  to  his  said  answer,  on  motion  of  the  said  de- 
fendant, this  cause  is  set  for  hearing  as  to  him. 

Guardian  ad' litem  assigned  infant  or  insane  defendant  to  defend 

him.    (Sec.  77.) 

G.  G.  is  assigned  guardian  ad  litem  to  the  infant  {or  insane) 
defendant,  G.  S.  to  defend  his  interests  in  this  suit. 

Order  of  publication  against  absent  defendantB.    (Sec.  78.)  (6) 

R.  M.,  plaintiff,  against  L.  C,  D.  B.  and  others,  defendants. 

The  object  of  this  suit  is  to  (here  state  object  of  suit ;)  and 
affidavit  having  been  made  and  filed  that  t^e  defendants  above 
named  are  non-residents  of  this  Commonwealth,  the  said  defend- 
ants are  notified  to  appear  at  the  rules  to  be  holden  in  the  clerk's 

office  of  the  said  court  on  the  first  Monday  in  next,  and 

do  what  is  necessary  to  protect  their  interests  in  this  suit. 

Same,  against  unknown  defendants,     (Sec.  78.)  (6) 

E.  M.,  plaintiff,  against  L.  C,  R.  K.,  and  certain  defendants, 
unknown,  (heirs  at  law  and  distributees  of  K.  M.,  deceased,  or 
as  the  case  may  be,)  defendants. 


(a)  Should  this  order  be  made  by  the  clerk  in  the  office,  or  only  by  the 
court  in  term  time?  We  see  no  reason  why  the  entry  may  not  be  asproperly 
made  by  the  clerk,  and  this  seems  to  have  been  the  intention  of  the  Code. 
(See  Code  of  Vir^^inia,  chap.  171,  sec.  33.) 

{b)  This  order  should  be  published  successively  for  four  successive  weeke, 
in  some  newspaper,  and  a  copy  posted  up  as  mentioned  in  sec.  80,  ante,  A 
like  order  may  be  made  against  other  defendants, — see  sec.  78.  In  no  case 
should  the  order  be  entered  without  affidavit  as  required  by  statute.  See 
Code  of  Virgihia,  chap.  170,  sec.  10. 
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The  object  of  this  suit  iq  to  (here  state  object  of  suit,)  and  the  bill 
stating  that  the  names  of  the  persons  interested  in  the  subject  of 
this  suit  described  in  the  bill  as  parties  unknown,  (heirs  at  law 
&c.,  or,  as  the  case  may  bo)  and  affidavit  having  been  made  and 
filed  that  the  names  of  the  said  persons  are  unknown  to  ihe 
plaintiff,  the  said  defendants  are  notified  to  appear  at  the  Rules 
to  be  holden  in  the  clerk's  office  of  the  said  court  on  the  first 

Monday  in  next,  and  do  what  is  necessary  to  protect 

their  interests  in  this  suit, 

Scirefacias  awarded.     (Sec.  H8 — 91.) 

On  motion  of  the  plaintiff  a  writ  of  scirefacias  is  [awarded 
against  C.  D.,  executor  of  the  last  will  and  testament  [or  admin- 
istrator of  all  and  singular  the  goods  and  chattels]  of  R.  M.,  de- 
ceased, returnable  to  uie  rules  to  be  held  on  the  first  Monday  in 
next,  [h]  [or,  against  C.  D.,  executor,  ka.,)  {or  admin- 
istrator, &c.,)  also  against  L.  B.  and 

As  to  process  of  rontempt. 
(See  next  title.) 

[Here  follows  the  form  of  a  Clerk's  Rule  Docket  for  Equity  causes  in 
Virginia  State  Courts :] 


[a)  May  be  made  returnable  to  a  term. 
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Mesne  process  in  the  United   Slates  circuit  courts  and  in  the  Vir- 
ginia State  courts. 

"  IX   THE    UJJITED   STATES   COURTS. 

SuhpcBna. 

THE   PRESIDENT   OF   THE   UNITED   STATES  OF   AMERICA, 

To  the  Marshal  of  tM  Eastern  District  of  Virginia,  Greeting : 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  summon  A.  B.,  N.  R.,  B. 
W.  and  J.  N.  (a)  citizens  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  residents 
within  the  Eastern  District  thereof,  to  appear  before  the  Judges  of 
the  court  of  the  United  States,  for  the  fourth  circuit  and  Eastern 

District'  of  Virginia,  at  the  city  of  Richmond,  on  the day  of 

term  of  said  court  (or,  at  the  rules  to  be  held  in  the  clerk's 

office  of  the  said  court  on  the  first  Monday  in next)  to  an- 
swer a  bill  in  equity  exhibited  against  them  in  the  said  court  by 
B.  M.  and  D.  AY.,  citizens  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts :  And 
this  they  shall  in  no  wise  omit,  under  the  penalty  of  one  hundred 
dollars  each ;  and  have  then  there  this  writ. 

"Witness,  R.  B.  T.,  chief  justice  of  the  supreme  court  of  the 
United  States,  (h)  at  Richmond,  in  the  Eastern  District  of  Vir- 
ginia, this day  of 18-—.  and  in  the  year  of  the 

Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America.  « 

P.  M.,  clerk. 

Scirefacias. 

THE   PRESIDENT   OF* THE   UNITED   STATES   OF   AMERICA, 

To  the  Marshal  of  the  Eastern  Virginia  District,  Greeting : 

Whereas  a  suit  in  equity  was  lately  depending  in  the  court  of  the 
United  Sjates,  for  the  fourth  circuit,  and  Eastern  District  of  Virgi- 
nia, between  B.  M.  and  D.  W.,  plaintiffs,  and  A.  B.,  N.  R.  and  B. 
W.,  defendaiits  ;  but  before  any  proceedings  were  [or,  final  decree 


(a)  A  rule  prevailed  in  the  English  courts  thut  the  uamc»  of  not  more 
than  tliree  defendants  should  be  inserted  in  one  subpeom;  no  such  rule  cx- 
I'sCs  eitherin  the  United  States  circuit  courts  or  in  the  Virginia  State  courts. 

(b)  Incase  the  chief  justice  be  not  living,  all  writs  issuing  from  these 
courts  must  run  in  the  name  of  the  oldest  associate  justice  of  the  supreme 
court  of  the  United  States. 
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was)  entered  therein,  the  said  N.  R.  departed  this  life,  leaving  a 
last  will  and  testament,  which  has,  as  we  have  been  informed, 

been  duly  admitted  to  probat  in  the  court  of for  the  city  of 

,  and  G.  M.,  who  was  by  said  will  appointed  executor  there- 
of, has  duly  qualified  as  such,  and  the  saia  plaintiffs  have  applied 
for  a  proper  remedy  in  this  behalf,  and  being  willing  that  right 
and  justice  majbe  done,  agreeable  to  the  Acts  of  Congress  of  the 
United  States  m  such  case  made  and  provided,  we  command  yon, 
that  you  make  known  according  to  law,  to  the  said  G.  M.,  execu- 
tor of  the  last  will  and  testament  of  N.  R.,  deceased,  that  he  be 
before  the  judges  of  the  court  of  the  United  States,  for  the  fourth 
circuit  and  Eastern  District  of  Virginia,  in  the  City  of  Richmond, 

on  the day  of next,  to  shew  if  any  thing  for  himself, 

he  hath  or  can  say  why  the  said  suit  in  equity  aforementioned, 
and  the  proceedings  therein  had,  should  not  stand  and  be  revived 
against  tne  said  G.  M.,  executor  of  the  last  will  and  testament  of 
said  N.  R.,  deceased,  and  be  in  all  things  in  the  same  plight  and 
condition  as  it  was  at  the  time  of  the  decease  of  the  said  N.  R.*. 
and  further  to  do  and  receive  what  the  said  court  shall  in  that  part 
consider.  And  have  then  there  this  writ. 
Witness,  R.  B.  T.,  chief  justice  of  the  United  States  supreme 

court,  (a)  at  Richmond,  this  day  of ,  and  in  the  

year  of  the  independence  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

P.  M.,   Clerk. 

KoTE. — This  form  may  be  readily  adapted  to  any  case  hi  which  a  acire* 
facias  issues. 
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Summom.   {h) 

See  form  of  summons  in  sec.  2  preceding  volume,  (c.) 
Summons  with  order  of  injtmction. 

Copy  form  of  summons  in  sec.  2  preceding  volume :— then  en- 
dorse : 

When  injunction  to  a  judgment.  To  injoin  and  restrain  the  with- 
in named  defendants,  A.  B.  and  C.  D.,  from  further  proceeding 
in  an  action  at  law  instituted  by  them  in  the court  of  the 


{a)  See  note  Vb)  to  precedin^^  form  of  Subpoena. 

\h)  The  writ  tbrmerly  used  was  a  subpa^na,  the  terms  of  which  were  sim- 
ilar to  that  of  the  subpcena  now  issued  from  United  States  circuit  courts. 
See  p.  — »  ante. 

(c)  A  rule  prevailed  in  the  Enc^lish  courts  that  the  names  of  not  more  than 
three  defendants  should  be  inserted  in  one  subpoena.  No  such  rule  exists 
in  the  Virginia  State  courts  or  in  the  United  States  courts. 
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county  of ,  against  the  within  named  R.  B.    But  before  this 

injunction  is  to  be  effectual^  tiiie  said  R.  B.  shall  enter  into  bond 
with  sufficient  security,  in  the  clerk's  office  of  the  said  court, 
conditioned  as  the  law  directs,  and  shall  furtii^  execute  a  re- 
lease of  all  errors  at  law.  P.  B.,  Clerk" 

If  tlie  injunction  has  been  awarded  in  yacation  and  not  by  the 
court  in  term  time,  it  is  usual  for  the  clerk  in  his  endorsement  to 
state  what  judge  awarded  it,  thus : 

"By  order  of  the  honorable  J.  B,  C,  judge  of  the  circuit  court 
for  the circuit  of  Virginia.  P.  R.,   Clerk," 

When  injunction  for  wctste,  dhc.  The  endorsement  should  fol- 
low terms  of  order  awarding  injunction. 

Summons  with  attachment. 
(Sess.  Acts  of  Virginia  1852,  p.  78.) 

Copy  form  of  summons  in  section  2,  preceding  volume :  then 
endorse : 

"  The  plaintiff  in  this  suit  having  made  the  proper  affidavit,  it 
is  ordered  that  the  officer  serving  the  within  writ  do  attach  the 
specific  property  mentioned  in  said  affidavit ^  to  wit :  (here  describe 
specific prope^i^y  as  described  in  the  affidavit)  and  (a)  such  debts 
as  are  already  due,  or  to  become  due,  to  the  defendant  C.  D. , 
(who  is  a  non-resident  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,)  from 
the  other  defendants,  L.  M.  and  R.  S.,  or  either  of  them ;  also 
any  other  estate  of  the  said  defendant,  C.  D.,  whether  in  his  own 
hands  or  in  the  hands  of  the  other  defendants,  L.  M.  and  R.  S. 
to  answer  the  future  order  of  this  court. 

Teste:  J.  E.,  Clerk." 

Bail  in  equity  in  Virginia. 

See  Session  Acts  1851-2,  p.  36 ;  also  Session  Acts  1852,  p.  77. 
For  mode  of  procedure,  see  Tate's  American  Form  Book,  edit. 
1854,  pp.  150,  156. 

scirei:acias. 

To  revive  against  a  personal  representative,  as  follows: 

Thb  Commonwealth  of  ^'irginia,  ta  the of — -  county, 

greeting : 

Whereas,  in  a  certain  suit  in  equity,  lately  depending  in  the 

court  of between  J.  B.  and  N.  C,  plaintiffs,  and  R.  W.  and 

N.  B.,  defendants,  before  any  further  proceedings  were  had  there- 


*    {a)  If  suit  be  not  for  specific  property,  omit  the  words  italicised. 
35 
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in,  {or,  before  a  final  decree  therein,^  the  said  N.  B.  departed 
this  life  intestate,  and  due  administration  of  all  and  singniar  his 
goods  and  chattels  having,  as  we  have  been  informed,  been  grant- 
ed to  R.  X.  by  the court  of county,  and  the  said  J.  B. 

and  N.  C.  having  applied  for  a  proper  remedy  in  this  behalf,  and 
being  willing  that  right  and  justice  may  be  done,  agreeably  to 
the  statutes  of  Virginia  in  such  case  made  and  provided,  we 
command  you  that  you  make  known,  according  to  law,  to  the 
said  R.  X.,  administrator  of  all  and  singular,  the  goods  and  chat- 
tels   of  the    said    N.    B.,    deceased,    that   he    be   before    our 

said  court  of ,  in  the of ,  on  the day  of 

next,  to  show  if  anything  for  himself  he  hath  or  can  say  why 
the  said  suit  and  the  proceeding  therein  had,  should  not  stand 
and  be  revived  against  the  said  K.  X.,  administrator  as  aforestdd, 
and  be  in  all  things  in  the  same  plight  and  condition  as  it  was 
at  the  time  of  the  decease  of  the  said  N.  B.,  and  further  to  do 
and  receive  what  our  said  court  shall,  in  that  part,  consider. 
And  have  then  there  this  writ. 
Witness,  P.  R.,  clerk  of  our  said  court,  at  Richmond  city,  this 

day  of and  in  the year  of  the  independence  of  the 

United  States  of  America. 

P.  R.,  Cleric. 

Scirefacias  ayainst  real  iUid  peraoual  reprtsenlalices,  kc,  (Sec.  88) 

The  Commonwealth  of  Virgixia,  to  the  ahtriff  of couiU^t 

greeting : 


Whereas,  in  a  certain  suit  in  equity,  lately  depending  in  the 

court  of between  J.  B.  and  ^i.  C,  plaintiffs,  and  R.  B.  and 

N.  B.,  defendants,  before  a  final  decree  was  had  therein,  R.  B.. 
one  of  the  defendants,  departed  this  life,  Icavintir,  as  we  have  been 
informed,  the  following  children  and  sole  heirs  at  law,  to  wit : 
John,  Sally  and  Bettie  B.,  all  of  whom  arc  over  the  age  of  twenty- 
one  years ;  and,  as  we  have  been  furtiier  informed,  due  adminis- 
tration of  all  and  singular  the  goods  and  chattels  of  the  said  R. 

B.  has  been  granted  by  the court  of county  to  M.  N., 

and  the  said  J.  B.  and  N.  C.  having  applied  for  a  proper  remedy 
in  this  behalf,  and  being  willing  tliat  right  and  justice  may  be 
done,  agi'eeably  to  the  statutes  of  Virginia  in  such  case  made  and 
provided,  we  command  you  that  you  make  known,  according  to 
law,  to  the  said  John,  Sallie  and  Bettie  B.,  aforementioned  chil- 
dren and  heirs  at  law  of  said  R.  B.,  deceased,  and  to  the  said  M. 
N.,  administrator  of  the  goo(fc  and  chattels  of  the  said  R.  B.,  de- 
ceased, that  they  be  before  our  said court  of on  the 

day  of next,  to  show  if  any  thing  for  themselviis  they  have 

or  can  say  why  the  said  suit  and  the  proceedings  therein  had 
should  not  stand  and  be  revived  against  them,  and  oe  in  all  things 
in  the  same  plight  and  condition  as  it  was  at  the  time  of  the  de- 
cease of  the  said  R.  B.,  and  further  to  do  and  receive  what  our* 
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said  court  shall  in  that  part  consider.    And  have  then  there  this 
writ. 

Witness,  J.  H.,  clerk  of  our  said  court  at this day 

of- 18 ,  and  in  the year  of  the  Independence  of  the 

United  States  of  America. 

J.  H.,  Clerk, 

PROCESS  OF  CONTEMPT  TO  COMPEL  ANSWER. 

PROCESS   OF   CONTEMPT. 

[As  stated  in  preceding  volume  this  process,  originally  in  Eng- 
land, when  directed  against  a  person,  consisted  of  five  steps ; 

1st.  A  writ  of  attachment  directed  to  the  sheriff  of  defendant^s 
county. 

2nd.  A  writ  of  attachment  witli  proclamations  also  directed  to 
the  sheriff  of  defendant's  county. 

3rd.  A  writ  of  rebellion  directed  to  commissioners  appointed 
by  the  court  and  extending  into  all  the  counties  of  England. 

4th.  An  order  that  the  sergeant  at  arms,  as  the  immediate  offi- 
cer of  the  court,  should  effect  the  arrest. 

5th.  A  writ  of  sequestration,  issuable  only  on  the  return  of  non 
est  inventus  by  the  sergeant  at  arms,  or  on  a  defendant  in  cus- 
tody. 

In  Hook  V.  Ross,  1  H.  and  M.,  310,  determined  in  1807,  these 
five  steps  were  expressly  recognized  as  then  existent  and  in  force 
in  Yir^nia,  (a)  and  under  the  -statutes  of  the  state  at  that  time 
The  following  were  the  forms  of  these  several  processes. 


(a)  Judge  Tucker  said  :  **That  Hook  was  in  contempt  for  not  obeying 
the  order  of  October,  1806, 1  think  unquestionable  from  the  particulars  no- 
ticed in  the  commissioner's  report.  I  therefore  hold  the  order  for  the  at- 
tachment for  such  contempt  to  have  been  perfectly  regular,  that  beinff  the 
first  process  of  contempt,  (2  Sol.  Guide,  511)  ana  generally  obtained,  of 
course,  on  affidavit,  (Ibid.  513,)  and  the  sheriff  is  the  proper  officer  to  exe- 
cute it,  (Ibid.  515)  And  if  ho  returns  u  non  at  inventus  tnereon  an  attach- 
ment with  proclamation  issues  (Gilb,  ch .  35  )  Upon  this  process  two  retttrns 
may  bejnade;  either  a  ^lon  est  inventus  yi^on  which  an  attachment  with 
proclamations,  issues  of  course,  or  a  cepi  corpus;  if  he  returns  the  latter 
the  next  step  is  a  habeas  coi-pus  to  bring  up  the  bod^,  for  the  sheriff  cannot 
carry  him  out  of  his  county,  (Gilb,  ch<  70.)  And  if,  upon  an  attachment 
for  not  performing  a  decree,  the  sherifi'retunis  eej9ieorpus  and  lets  the  party 
to  bail,  (which  he  should  not  do  where  the  writ  is  marked  for  the  execution 
of  a  decree)  tliere  a  sequestration  is  granted  immediately,  (Ibid.  191.)  So, 
if  be  brought  up  by  habeas  corpus^  and  will  not  perform  the  decree,  but 
obstinately  lies  in  i)rison,  (Ibid.  191, 192,  Ross  o.  Colville,  3  Call,  382.)  If, 
upon  attachment  with  proclamation,  \\\Q£\iex\ff  non  est  inventus  he  niumt^ 
the  sergeant  at  arms,  who  is  the  immediate  oiHccr  of  the  court,  is  sent  to 
seek  him,  (Gilb,  ch.  85.)  And  this  officer  our  law  expressly  authorizes  the 
court  to  appoint,  L.  vi,  794,  c.  64,  s.  10.  And  he  may  execute  the  order  of 
the  court  in  any  part  of  the  state  where  the  party  may  be  found  which  the 
sheriff  could  not ;  and  he  might  also,  as  I  cojiceive,  bring  un  the  body  of 
the  i>arty  in  contempt  without  committing  him  to  the  jail  of  the  county,  and 
waiting  for  a  habeas  corpus  as  the  sheriff  most.  After  all  this  process  if  a 
non  est  inventus  be  returned,  a  writ  of  sequestration  issues,  (Gilb,  ch.  35-36.) 
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Thb  Commonwealth  op  Virginia,  to  the  sheriff  of county^ 

greeting : 

We  eommaud  you  that  you  attach  A.  B.  so  that  you  have  Yob 

body  before  our  judge  of  the  circuit  court  of to  answer  as  well 

of  a  certain  contempt  by  him  to  us  offered,  as  it  is  said,  as  to 
those  things  which  to  him  shall  be  then  and  there  objected ;  and 
further  to  do  and  receive  what  our  said  court  shall  in  that  part 
consider.  And  this  you  shall  in  no  wise  omit.  And  have  uien 
there  this  writ. 

Witness,  J.  E.,  clerk  of  our  said  court  at  the  county  of , 

this day  of and  in  the year  of  the  commonwealth 

of  Vir^nia. 

J.  E.,  Clerk. 

Endorse, — ^For  not  appearing  to  answer  {or  for  not  answering) 
the  bill  of  complaint  exnibited  against  him  by  C.  D. 

2.  Attachment  with  pi'oclamations. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  to  the  sheriff  of county ^ 

greeting : 

We  command  you  that  in  all  and  singular  places  in  your  baili- 
wick where  to  you  shall  seem  most  expedient,  you  cause  it  pub- 
licly on  our  part  to  be  proclaimed  that  H.  0.,  under  the  penalty 
of  his  allegiance,  before  our  judge  of  the' circuit  court  of  ■  in 
chancery,  at  the  court  house,  on  the  first  Monday  in  next  month, 
personally  do  appear,  and  nevertheless  the  said  H.  C,  in  the 
meantime,  if  you  can  find,  you  attach  so  that  you  haye  his  body 
before  our  juage  of  our  said  court  at  the  day  aforesaid  to  answer 
us  as  well  of  a  certain  contempt  by  him  to  us  offered  as  it  is  said, 
as  upon  those  things  which  to  him  shall  then  and  there  be  ob- 
jected ;  and  further  to  do  and  receive  what  our  said  court  shall  in 
that  part  consider.  And  this  you  shall  in  no  wise  omit.  And 
have  then  and  there  this  writ. 

Witness,  J.  E.,  clerk  of  our  said  court  at  the  county  of this 

day  of and  in  the year  of  the  commonwealth  of 

Virginia. 

J.  E.,  Clerk, 

Endorse, — For  not  appearing  to  answer,  {or  for  not  answering,) 
the  bill  of  complaint  exnibited  against  him  by  C.  D. 


All  this  is  analaffouB  to  the  procesf  to  compel  an  appearance  as  detailed 
and  explained,  GUb,  ch.  18-77.)  And  when  once  a  defendant  is  in  con- 
tempt he  must  clear  it  before  he  can  be  heard,  (ibid.  34-216.) 
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3 .   Writ  of  rebellion . 

The  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  to  tJie  sheriff^  of county 

greeting: 

Whereas  by  public  proclamation  made  in  our  behalf  by  the  sheriff 

of in  divers  places  in  that  county,  by  virtue  of  our  writ  to 

him  directed,  C.  P.  hath  been  commanded,  upon  his  allegiance, 
to  appear  before  us  in  our  circuit  court  of county,  at  a  cer- 
tain day  now  past ;  yet  he  hath  manifestly  contemned  our  com- 
mand, therefore  we  command  you  to  attach  or  cause  the  said  C. 
P.  to  be  attached,  wheresoever  he  shall  he  found  within  our  said 
commonwealth  as  a  rebel  and  contemner  of  our  said  laws,  so  as 
you  have  him  or  cause  him  to  be  before  us  in  our  said  circuit 
court  on  the  first  day  of  the  next  term  to  answer  to  us  as  well 
touching  the  said  contempt  as  also  such  matters  as  shall  be  then 
and  there  objected  against  him,  and  further  to  perform  and  abide 
such  order  as  our  said  court  shall  make  in  this  behalf  and  hereof 
fail  not.  We  hereby  also  strictly  command  all  and  singular, 
mayors,  sheriffs,  bailiffs,  constables  and  other  our  officers  and  the 
good  citizens  of  this  commonwealth  that  they  by  all  proper 
means  diligently  aid  and  assist  you  in  all  things  in  the  execution 
of  the  premises.     And  have  then  and  there  this  writ. 

AViTNESs,  J.  E.,  clerk  of  our  said  court  at  the  county  of , 

this day  of and  in  the year  of  the  commonwealth 

of  Virginia. 

J.  E.,  Clerk. 

Endorsed, — For  not  appearing  to  answer  (or  for  not  answering) 
the  bill  of  complaint  exnibited  against  him  by  C.  D. 

« 

4.  Order  for  Sergeant  at  ArmB. 

A.  B.  Plaintiff  v,  C.  D.  Defendant. 

Whereas  the  said  defendant  hatiii  sat  out  all  process  of  contempt 
to  a  commission  of  rebellion  for  want  of  his  answer  to  the  plain- 
tiff^s  bill,  and  it  appearing  by  the  certificate  on  the  commission  of 
rebellion  heretofore  awarded  that  the  said  defendant  doth  abscond 
himself  so  that  he  cannot  be  taken  thereupon,  it  is  therefore  or- 
dered upon  the  motion  of ,  the  plaintiff's  counsel,  that  the 

Sergeant  at  Arms,  attending  this  court*  do  apprehend  the  said 
defendant  and  bring  him  to  the  bar  of  the  saia  court  to  answer 
the  said  contempt. 


*  If  the  Buergestion  subsequently  made  (p,  A17.J  be  adopted,  here,  instead 

of  words  italicised,  say,  **  the  sheriff  of county,  who  is  the  officer  in 

attendance  i|ai  this  court,  and  authorized  and  required  by  the  statutes  of 
Virginia  to  execute  its  process,  and  who  is  hereby  appointed  a  Sergeant  at 
Arms  for  the  purpose.*' 

35* 
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5.   Wint  of  Sequestration, 

The  Commonu'ealth  of  Virginia,  to  the  sheri^'  of couniy, 

ffreeting  : 

Whereas  in  a    suit  now  pending    in    our  Circuit  Court  for 

the  county  of ^between  W .  F.,  plaintiff,  and  J.  F.,  defendant, 

process  of  contempt  has  been  issued  against  the  said  J.  F.  for  his 
contempt  in  refusing  to  file  an  answer  to  the  bill  in  equibr  ex- 
liibited  against  him  m  the  said  court  by  the  said  W.  F.     Know 
ye,   therefore,  that  we   in   confidence   of  j^our    prudence   and 
fidelity,  have  given,  and  by^these  presents  do  give  to  you  or 
any  two  or  more   of  you   full   authority  and  power  to   enter 
into  all  messuages,  lands,  tenements  and  real  estate  of  the  said 
J.  F.  whatsoever,  within  the  district  of  our  said  Circuit  Court,  and 
to  take,  select,  receive  and  sequester  into  your  hands  not  only  all 
the  rents  and  profits  of  his  said  messuages,  lands,  tenements  and 
real  estate,  but  also  all  his  goods,  chattels  and  personal  estate 
what'^oever  within  the  district  aforesaid,  and  therefore  we  command 
you,  or  any  two  or  more  of  you,  that  you  do  at  certain  proper  and 
convenient  days  and  hours  go  to  and  enter  upon  all  the  messuages, 
lands,  tenements  and  real  estate  of  the  said  J.  F.,  and  that  you 
do  collect,  take  and  get  into  your  hands  not  only  all  the  rents  and 
profits  of  his  said  real  estate,  but  also  all  his  goods,  chattels  and 
personal  estate,  and  detain  and  keep  the  same  in  sequestration  in 
your  hands  until  the  said  J.  F.  shall  answer  the  said  bill  and  do 
what  our  said  court  shall  direct.     And  how  you  shall  have  exe- 
cuted this  precept  make  known  to  the  judge  of  our  said  court  on 

the day  of  the  next  term.     And  have  then  and  there  this 

writ. 

Witness,  J.  E.,  clerk  of  the  said  Circuit  Court  in  the  county 
of this day  of and  in  the year  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Virginia. 

J.  E.,  Clerl'. 

There  is  no  provision  in  our  statutes  expressly  or  even  by  im- 
plication revoking,  repealing  or  altering  any  of  the  steps  in  this 
process  as  it  was  used  at  the  time  of  the  decision  in  Hook  r. 
Koss«  The  *  process  of  contempt'  is  recognised  as  in  existence 
in  Virginia  by  the  latest  enactments  affecting  the  subjects  of  this 
{)rocess,  (see  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  172,  sec.  47;)  yet  a  ques- 
tion presents  itself  in  connection  with  the  fourth  of  these 
steps,  which,  in  the  present  state  of  our  statutes,  is  somewhat 
difbcult  of  solution,  and  may  lead  to  an  abandonment  of  this 
process  altogether,  unless  the  aid  of  the  legislature  be  obtained 
to  relieve  the  subject  of  this  difficulty.  Our  law  does  not  now 
recognize  the  existence  of  such  an  officer  as  the  '  Sergeant  at 
Arms'  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  That  office  was  abolished  by 
the  act  found  in  1  R.  C,  1819,  which  authorised  the  *  Marshar 
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to  execute  all  the  duties  assigned  theretofore  to  a  Sergeant  at 
Arms.    In  turn,  the  office  of  Marshal  of  the  Courts  of  Chancery 
was  abolished  by  the  act  passed  April  10,  1831,  (Supp.  Rev.  Co., 
chap.  107,  sec.  70,)  and,  in  the  main,  by  that  act,  all  the  duties 
theretofore  discharged  by  the  marshals  were  confided  to  the  sher- 
iffs of  the  counties  and  the  sergeants  of  the  corporations.    In  the 
main,  we  say,  for  we  do  not  find  that  all  the  powers  which  the 
marshal  exercised  were  given  to  the  sheriffs  or  the  sergeants.   On 
the  contrary,  one  essential  ingredient  for  the  due  execution  of  the 
fourth  step  iii  the  process  of  contempt  these  oflScers  lacked,  and 
that  is — the  power  to  execute  process  in  any  county  within  the 
limits  of  the  State,  (a)    That  this  is  essential — ^that  the  writ  of 
sequestration  should  not  issue  until  a  return  of  non  est  inventus 
by  an  officer  whose  powers  (at  least  quoad  the  process  of  a  Ser- 
geant at  Arms)  were  co-extensive  with  the  limits  of  the  State,  is, 
we  think,  certain,  and  this  conclusion  is  based  both  upon  the  posi- 
tive dictum  of  judge  Tucker  in  Hook  v.  Ross  and  the  manifest 
hardship  which  an  opposite  opinion  would  operate  on  parties 
whose  property  might  be  sequestrated  without  such  a  return.    If 
this  be  true,  what  course  should  ho  taken  to  avoid  the  difficulty  ? 
Will  the  courts  of  Virginia  specially  appoint  such  an  officer  as 
that  contemplated,  and,  indeed,  required,  for  the  due  execution 
of  tliis  process ;  or  will  they  abandon  their  right  to  enforce  in 
this  form  obedience  to  their  mandates  ?    One  or  the  other  of  tliese 
courses- they  must  adopt,  and,  in  the  absence  of  positive  legisla- 
tion on  the  subject,  it  would,  perhaps,  be  better  to  pursue  the 
former,  (liable  as  it  may  be  to  the  charge  of  usurping  powers  not 
properly,  appertaining  to  the  courts,)  than  to  adopt  one  which 
would  strip  them  to  no  little  extent  of  the  authority  to  compel 
obedience  to  their  decrees.    If  this  suggestion  were  acted  on, 
then  the  difficulty  might  be  removed  by  the  appointment  of  the 
sheriff  as  a  special  officer  of  the  court  to  execute  the  fourth  step 
in  this  process,  authorizing  him  as  a  special  Sergeant  at  Arms, 
messenger,  or  by  any  other  name,  to  serve  the  process  in  any  county 
of  the  State.    The  return  of  non  est  inventus  by  such  an  officer, 
if  the  regularity  of  his  appointment  were  not  successfully  at- 
tacked, would  be  a  sufficient  foundation  on  which  to  base  the 
issue  of  a  writ  of  sequestration.    The  subject,  in  the  present 
state  of  our  laws,  to  say  the  least,  presents,  in  any  point  of  view, 
an  embarrassing  question,  and  it  would  be  well  if  the  legislature 
passed  an  act  authorizing  our  present  sheriffs  or  sergeants  toper- 
form  all  the  duties  in  connection  with  the  process  of  contempt 
formerly  discharged  by  a  Sergeant  at  Arms.     This  would  relieve 
the  Virginia  courts  of  every  difficulty,  and  it  seems  to  be  demanded 


fa)  It  has  never  been  contended,  so  far  as  the  writer  has  been  able  to  dis- 
cover, that  fiheriffs  or  constables  had  the  power  to  execute  this  process 
without  the  limits  of  their  respective  counties  or  corporations. 
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in  order  that  these  courts  may  compel  a  due  and  faithful  compli- 
ance with  their  decrees  as  well  as  req^uire  contumacious  defend- 
ants to  appear  and  answer  bills  in  equity  which  may  be  exhibited 
against  tnem. 

Process  of  contempt  against  a  Corporation, 

See  precedi^ng  volume,  section  86,  and  note  27  subjoined  to 
that  section. 


The  foregoing  forms  of  process  of  contempt  with  the  comments 
thereupon,  are  intended  to  apply  to  the  practice  in  the  Virginia 
State  Courts.  In  the  Unitea  States  Circuit  Courts,  the  process 
subsequent  to  the  issuing  of  a  subpoena  (as  against  a  person)  is 
prescribed  by  the  7th  rule  of  United  States  Supreme  Court  found 
on  p.  221  anic.  See  also  18th  rule  of  United  States  Supreme 
Court,  p.  223  ante.  In  the  case  of  a  corporation,  a  distringas 
should  issue  after  the  subpoena.  The  forms  hereinbefore  contain- 
ed may  be  readily  adapted  to  the  practice  in  the  United  States 
Circuit  Courts. 


VIII. 


DeposiHon^  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  and  in  the 

Virginia  State  Courts. 

IN   THE  UNITED  STATES  CIRCUIT  COURTS. 

See  Book  1,  chap.  vi.  of  preceding  volume,  especially  sec.  208, 
217,224,231,232. 

The  following  officers  may  take  depositions  to  be  used  in  these 
courts: 

1.  Any  justice  or  judge  of  any  of  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  (a) 

2.  The  Chancellors,  the  Judges  or  Justices  of  the  Supreme  or 
Superior  Courts  and  the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts  or  Courts 
of  Common  Pleas  of  the  several  States,  (a) 

3.  The  Mayors  or  other  chief  Magistrates  of  cities  in  the  sev- 
eral States,  [a^ 

4.  Commissioners  appointed  by  the  Courts  of  the  United  States 
to  take  affidavits  and  acknowledgments  of  bail,  f  &) 

5.  Notaries  Public  in  the  several  States  and  Territories  of  the 
Union,  (c) 

The  usual  course  adopted  in  taking  testimony  in  these 
courts  is  the  one  prescribed  by  the  67th  rule  of  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  mentioned  in  sec.  208  of  preceding  volume. 
After  the  cause  is  at  issue  commissions  arc  obtained  from  the 
clerk  by  both  parties  jointly  or  severally  by  either  upon  inter- 
rogatories filed  in  the  clerk's  office,  and  ten  days  notice  thereof 
given  to  the  adverse  party  to  file  cross  interrogatories  before  the 
issue  of  the  commission. 

The  framing  of  interrogatories  will  of  course  dep6i]Ld  upon  the 
facts  in  such  case.  The  71st  rule  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  however,  prescribes  the  form  of  concluding  inter- 
rogatories which  should  be  as  follow/^ :  (see  page  236,  Ante.) 


{a)  Acts  of  Congress,  1789,  chap.  30,  sec.  30.    1  Story's  Laws  U.  S,  p. 
64.    See  LXVIII  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S.,  ante  p-*235. 
{b)  Acts  of  Congress  1812,  chap.  25,  sec.  1 .    2  Story's  Laws  U.  S.  p.  1214. 
Acts  of  Congress  1853-4,  p.  315. 


lb) 
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Upon  taking  out  a  separate  commission  the  notice  to  the  adverse 
party  as  before-mentioned,  is  as  follows : 

JV*o.  1.  JSTotice. 

To  A.  B.  AND  C.  D.,  Take  notice  that  in  the  suit  depending  in 

the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the of ,  where- . 

in  I  am  plaintiff  and  you  are  defendants,  I  have,  agreeably  to 
the  67  th  rule  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  pre- 
scribed for  the  use  of  the  Circuit  Courts  of  the  United  States, 

filed  interrogatories  to  be  propounded  to witnesses  in  my 

behalf,  and  tnat  on  tl^e day  of I  shall  apply  for  a  com- 
mission to  take  the  depositions  of  said  witnesses  as  tiie  rule  pre- 
scribes, and  meanwhile  you  are  at  liberty  to  appear  in  the  clerk's 
office  of  the  court  and  file  cross  interrogatories  to  be  propounded 
to  the  said  witnesses. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

J.  K. 

If  cross  interrogatories  be  filed,  the  clerk  should  enclose  with 
the  commission  both  the  interrogatories  in  chief  and  cross  inter- 
rogatories to  be  propounded  to  witness.  If  no  interrogatories  be 
filed,  the  commission  will  issue  exparte.  The  following  is  the 
form  of  the  commission  in  either  case : 

J\ro.  2.   Commission. 

The  Presidfnt  of^the  United  States  of  Axerica,  to , 

Greeting:  (a) 

Know  ye  that  in  confidence  of  your  prudence  and  fidelity,  and 
by  these  presents,  you  [or  any  two  or  more  of  you]  are  in- 
vested with  full  power  and  authority  to  examine  on  his 

corporal  oath  as  a  witness  in  a  suit  depending  in  the  Circuit 

Court  of  the  United  States  for  the ,  wherein  J.  K.  is  plaintiff 

and  A»  B.  and  C.  D.  are  defendants,  on  the  part  of  the upon 

the  interrogatories  annexed  to  this  commission ;  and  therefore  you 
are  hereby  commanded  that  you  [or  any  two  or  more  of  you]  at 
certain  days  and  places  to  be  appointed  by  you  for  that  purpose, 
do  cause  the  said to  come  before  you,  and  then  and  there  ex- 
amine them  on  oath  [upon  the  said  interrogatories]  and  that  you 
take  such  examination  and  reduce  the  same  into  writing  and* re- 
turn the  same  annexed  to  this  writ,  certified,  under  your  seal, 
[or  under  the  seals  of  two  or  more  of  you]  unto  the  said  Circuit 
Court  before  the  judges  thereof  with  all  convenient  speed. 

"Witness,  R.  B.  T.,  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 


(a)  See  section  208,  preceding  volume,  as  to  naming^  of  commiseioners. 
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United  States  in  the  said  court  this day  of ^in  the  year 

of  our  Lord and  of  our  independence  the . 

P.  M..  Cleric. 

In  pursuance  of  this  commission  the  depositions  will  be  taken 
and  returned  to  the  clerk,  certified  and  sealed  as  its  terms  direct. 
(See  form  of  depositions,  No.  7  posi.) 

Sometimes,  as  stated  in  section  209  of  preceding  volume,  par- 
ties to  suits  in  equity  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts,  agree 
that  the  testimony  may  be  taken  upon  oral  interrogatories  by  the 
parties  or  their  agents.  Of  course  the  commission  is  issued  in 
such  cases  as  in  others.  In  the  form  of  the  commission,  however, 
the  words  in  preceding  form  having  reference  to  written  inter- 
rogatories should  be  omitted. 

Testimony  in  the  United  States  Courts  may,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  courts,  upon  the  request  of  either  party,  be  ordered  to  be 
taken  by  depositions  and  in  conformity  with  tne  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  law  for  the  courts  of  the  liighest  original  jurisdiction 
in  equity,  in  cases  of  a  similar  nature  in  that  State  in  which  the 
Court  of  the  United  States  may  be  holden.  (See  section  213  of 
preceding  volume.)  And  by  the  Act  of  Feburavy  20th,  1812,  sec.  3, 
it  was  enacted  that  in  any  cause  before  a  Court  of  the  United 
States  it  should  be  lawful  for  such  courts  in  its  discretion  to  admit 
in  evidence  any  deposition  taken  in  perpetnam  rci  meinoriam 
which  would  be  so  admissible  in  a  court  of  the  State  wherein  such 
cause  is  pending  according  to  the  laws  thereof. 

De  bene  esse. — Depositions  may  be  also  taken  cle  bene  esse  in 
these  courts  before  the  parties  are  at  issue  under  the  70th  rule  of 
the  U.  S.  Supreme  Court,  pa^e  23 G,  ante.  To  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  this  rule  the  following  steps  are  necessary : 

Ist.  An  affidavit  that  the  plaintiff's  witnesses  are  aged,  or  in- 
iirm,  or  going  out  of  the  country,  or  that  the  witness  he  wishes  to 
examine  is  a  single  witness  to  a  material  fact. 

2nd.  That  a  commission  issue  by  the  clerk  directed  to  such 
commissioner  or  commissioners  as  the  judge  of  the  court  may  di- 
rect. 

3d.  A  notice  to  adverse  party  of  time  and  place  of  taking 
deposition  of  witness  or  witnesses. 

4th.    The  deposition. 

JVb.  3.  (0  Affidavit. 


Corporation  oh  County  of 


A.  B.  this  day  appeared  before  me,  &c.,  {lie re  describe  charac- 
ter of  officer  administ^rinr/  oath,)  in  said  corporation  or  county, 
and  made  oath  that  B.  W.  and  C.  IL,  witnesses  in  his  behalf  in  a 

certain  suit  pending  in  —  Court  of wherein  X.  Y.  and  Z. 

are  defendants,  are  aged  and  infirm  (or  going  out  of  this  counter,) 
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(or  that  the  said  B.  W.  is  a  single  witness  on  his  behalf  to  a  ma- 
terial  fact  in  support  of  his  chum  preferred  m  said  suit,  ana  that 
C.  H,  BO  aged  or  infirm,  &c.) 

Given  under  my  hand  this day  of . 

(Signature.) 

JVb.  4.  (*)  Commission. 

[The  form  of  commission  issued  in  this  case  will  be  identical 
with  that  in  other  cases,  with  these  exceptions ;  the  names  of  the 
oommissioner  or  commissioners  should  be  inserted  in  it,  and  it 
should  specify  that  the  examination  of  the  witness  or  witnesses 
will  be  taken  de  bene  esse,] 

.(»)  Jfoiice. 

The  notice  found  on  page  420  ante  may  be  readily  adapted  to 
this  case. 

JVb.  5.  (♦)  Deposition, 

Be  it  remembered  that  on  the day  of at in  pur- 
suance of  the  commission  hereto  annexed,  we  A.  B.  and  N.  H., 
the  commissioners  therein  appointed,  proceeded  to  execute  the 
said  commission  by  taking  the  examination  of  B.  W.  and  P.  H., 
to  be  read  in  evidence  de  benees$tjn  a  suit,  &c.  (Here  recite  style  of 
suit  and  court  in  which  it  is  pending.) 

The  said  B.  W.  being  by  us  carefully  examined,  and  cautioned, 
and  duly  sworn  (or  affirmed)  to  testify  the  truth,  the  whole  truth 
and  nothing  but  tiie  truth  saith,  &c.  .(Here  state  clearly  every 
pertinent  declaration  of  the  witness  and  his  reply  to  questions 
put  by  or  at  the  instance  of  either  party  or  by  counsel,  and  at  the 
close  of  examination  let  the  witness  sign  it.) 

The  said  C.  H.  being  carefully  sworn,  &c.,  (as  before  in  the  ex- 
amination of  B.  W.) 

We  further  certify  that  the  preceding  depositions  were  reduced 
to  writing  by  one  of  us  (or  by  the  said  witnesses  in  our  pres- 
ence) and  signed  by  the  said  ]B.  W.  and  C.  H.,  and  tiiat  we  are 
not  of  counsel  or  attorney  for  either  of  the  parties  in  the  said 
suit,  nor  are  we  interested  in  the  event  thereof. 

jg.'  XT*  >  Com7ni^sio7iers. 

Note. — ^Transtnit  depoBitioas  by  mail  or  otherwise,  enclosing  commis- 
Bion.    See  sec.  211  preceding  volume. 

JVb.  6.  Deposition  de  bene  esse  under  acts  of  Congress. 

Be  it  remembered  that  on  the day  of ,  at A.  B. 

personally  appeared  before  me  J.  S.  a  commissioner  appointed 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,,  to  take  affidavits  and  ac- 
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knoWledgments  of  bail,  (or,  as  the  case  may  be)  and  made  oath, 
(or,  if  the  amplication  is  made  by  another  in  behalf  of  the  party 
on  an  affidavit  made  by  such  party,  before  a  judge  of  the  United 
States  or  commissioner  elsewhere,  then  say,  application  teas  made 
to  me  J.  S.  dhc,  upon  the  affidavit  of  A,  B,  stating,)  that  he  the 
said  A.  B.  was  plaintiff  in  a  suit  then  depending  in  the  Circuit 
Court  of  the  United  States,  for  the Circuit  and  — ;;:-  Dis- 
trict of  ' wherein  C.  D.  was  defendant,  that  the  testimony  of 

E.  F.  of mariner,  was  material  and  necessary  for  him  the 

said  defendant  in  the  prosecution  of  such  suit,  and  that  he  the 

said  E.  F.,  lived  at more  than  one  hundred  miles  from , 

where  the  court,  at  which  he  the  said  defendant  expected  the  said 
cause  would  be  tried,  was  appointed  by  law  to  be  held,  (or  other- 
wise as  the  case  may  be,  according  to  the  affidavit) ;  that  C  D., 

the  above  named  defendant,  resided  at about  miles 

from aforesaid ;  and  that  G.  H.,  his  attorney,  resided  at 

about miles  from  — —  aforesaid :  And  the  said  A. 

B.  requested  me,  (or  I  was  requested  in  behalf  of  the  said  A.  B.) 
that  tiie  said  E.  F.  might  be  examined  according  to  the  directions 
of  the  acts  of  congress  in  such  case  made  and  provided. 

Whereupon  I  ordered  that  the  said  E.  F.  should  be  examined 
de  bene  esse  before  me  at  [and  that  days  notice 

should  be  given  to  the  said  C.  D.  (or  G.  H.)  of  such  examination, 
to  the  end,  that  he  mi^ht  if  he  should  see  fit,  be  present  at  the 
examination  and  put  interrogatories ;  and  I  having  satisfactory 
proof  that  such  notice  had  been  given  (a)]  and  as  well  the  said  A, 
B,  as  the  said  C,  D.  (or,  if  the  defendant  does  not  appear  in  per- 
son, or  by  attorney,  then  say,  the  said  -4.  J9.)appearmg  before  me 
at  on  this  day  of  I  have  therefore  pro- 

ceeded with  the  said  examination. 

And  the  said  E.  F.  being  carefully  examined  and  cautioned, 
and  duly  sworn  (or  affirmed,)  to  testify  the  whole  truth  and 
nothing  but  the  truth,  saith,  &c.  (stating  clearly  every  pertinent 
declaration  of  the  witness  and  his  replies  to  the  questions  piit  by,  or 
at  the  instance  of  either  paiiy.)  And  I  do  further  certify,  that 
the  preceding  deposition  was  reduced  to  writing  by  me,  (or  by  the 
said  E.  F.  in  my  presei\pe,)  and  signed  by  the  said  E.  F.  and  that 
I  am  not  of  counsel  or  attorney  for  either  of  the  parties  to  the 
said  suit,  nor  am  I  interested  in  the  event  thereof.  J.  S. 


PRACTICAL  NOTE. 

In  proceeding  under  the  act  ol  Congress,  Conkling  lays  down  the  follow- 
ing as  the  practice  which  should  be  followed.    The  first  step  in  the  proceed* 


(a)  If  both  the  opposite  party  and  his  attorney  reside  more  than  one  hun- 
dred miles  distant,  and  no  notice  is  on  that  account  given,  the  part  included 
in  brackets  is  of  course,  to  be  omitted. 

36 
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iag  is  to  apply  to  some  one  of  the  officers  authorized  to  take  deposition,  be- 
fore whom  the  witness  can  most  conveniently  be  brought,  to  take  the  depo- 
sition, upon  anaffidaeit  9eUing  forth  the  grounds  of  the  proceeding,  so  u 
clearly  to  bring  the  case  within  the  provisions  of  the  act :  and  in  order  to 
enable  the  officer  to  determine  whether  a  notice  to  the  opposite  party,  or 
his  attorney  if  he  has  one,  is  required,  (which  it  will  be  recollected  iq  the 
case  when  either  the  party  or  his  attorney,  resides  within  one  hundied 
miles  of  the  place  of  caption)  the  affidavit  should  state  the  residence  of  tbe 
party  and  of  hiH  attorney.  Having  obtained  an  order  for  the  examination^ 
serve  a  notice  of  the  time  and  place  appointed  (or  that  jsurpose,  (if  the  case 
requires  it,)  upon  the  opposite  party  or  his  attorney,  as  the  case  may  be. 
When  notice  is  required,  the  officer  cannot  proceed  to  examine  the  witnesB 
without  proof  of  its  service.  If  the  person  to  be  examined  refuses  to  at- 
tend voluntarily,  he  may,  in  the  language  of  the  act,  *'  be  compelled  to  ap- 
pear and  depose  in  the  same  manner  as  to  appear  and  testify  in  court."— 


JVb.  7.  Depositions  under  67th  rule  U.    S.  Supreme  Cowl 
after  cause  is  at  issue.     See  sec,  209  of  preceding  volume. 

The  depositions  of  A.  B.,  C.  1).  and  othei's  duly  taken  before 
me,  J.  S.,  a  commissioner  duly  appointed  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  to  take  affidavits  ana  acknowledgments  of  bail,. &c., 
(or  as  the  case  may  be)  pursuant  to  a  commission  and  notice 

hereunto  annexed,  on   the day  of ,  between  the  hours 

of A.  M.  and P.  M.,  at  the  office  of in  the  city 

of ,  to  be  read  a.s  evidence  in  behalf  of  the  plaintiffs  in  a  cer- 
tain suit  in  equity  depending  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United 

States  for  the ,  wherein  J,  B.  and  M.  R.  are  plaintiffs  and 

C.  A.  and  0.  P.  are  defendants ;  the  interrogatories  and  cross  in- 
terrijgatories  propounded  to  the  said  witnesses  being  the  same 
enclosed  with  the  commission  aforementioned  to  me  as  commis- 
sioner as  aforesaid  (or  as  the  case  may  be.) 

A.  B.,  one  of  the  said  witnesses  being  carefully  examined,  and 
cautioned,  and  duly  sworn  {or  affirmed)  to  testify  the  truth,  the 
whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  deposeth  and  saith  as  fol- 
lows, in  answer  to  the  several  interrogatories  in  chief: 

To  the  first  interrogatory  in  chief  he  says  that,  &c.  (Here  use 
the  language  of  the  witness.) 

To  the  second  interrogatory  in  chief  he  says  that,   &e.     (As 
before.) 
[And  so  on  to  the  end  of  interrogatories  in  chief.] 
And  in  answer  to  the  several  cross  interrogatories,  he  says : 
lb  thefirstf  that  &c.,  (using  language  of  witness.) 
lb  tht  second,  that,  &c.,  (as  before,  and  so  or^to  the  end.)    And 
further  said  witness  saith  not. 

A.  B. 
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Tlie  witnesses  C.  B.,  E.  F.  and  G.  H.,  not  yet  being  examined 
and  the  hour  of  adjournment  for  these  depositions  having  arrived, 
the  taking  of  the  same  is,  pursuant  to  the  notice  hereto  annexed, 
adjourned  and  continued  until  to-morrow,  at  the  same  place  and 
between  the  same  hours. 

J.  S.,  Commissioner  {o7%  as  the  case  may  be.) 

18    . 


Office  of ,  between  the  hours  of A.  M,  and P.  M, 

The  witness,  0.  D.,  bein^  carefully  examined  and  cautioned 
and  duly  sworn  (or  affirmed)  to  testify  the  truth,  the  whole  truth 
and  nothiilg  but  the  truth,  deposeth  and  saith  as  follows :  In  an- 
swer to  the  several  interrogatories  in  chief  (as  before  to  the  end.) 


County^  to  toii : 


1,  J.  S.,  a  commissioner,  (or,  as  the  case  may  be,)  &c.,  to  whom 
the  annexed  commission  was  directed,  do  hereby  certify  that  the 
foregoing  depositions  were  reduced  to  writing  by  me  (or  by  the 
said  witnesses  in  my  presence)  and  signed  by  the  said  A.  B.,  C.  D., 
&e.,  and  that  the  several  proceedings  wierein  menUoned  were  duly 
had  and  taken  before  me  at  the  times  and  place  mentioned  therein ; 
and  I  do  furUier  certify  that  I  am  not  of  counsel  or  attorney  for 
cither  of  the  parties  to  the  said  suit,  nor  am  I  interested  in  the 
event  thereof. 

Witness  my  hand  and  seal  [of  office]  this day  of 

1  o . 

J.  S..  Commissioner  (o?-,  as  the  case  may  be.) 


It  is  not  necessary  to  give  the  form  of  depositions  taken  under 
rt  dedimus  potestaiem  under  the  act  of  Congress,  or  of  depositions 
in  pcrpeiuam  rei  memoriam.  Tbf»  forms  already  given  may  be 
easily  adapted  to  such  cases. 


PRACTICAL  NOTES. 

See  p.  302,  303,  307,  and  note  p.  423,  anU. 

To  compel  attendance  of  witnesses,  &c.,  ace  sec.  224  preceding  volume* 
See  form  of  subpoena,  ante  p.  409  and  adapt  it  to  the  cases  mentioned  in 
lat  and  2nd  sections  of  statute. 
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See  Book  1,  chap,  vi.,  preceding  volume,  especially  sec  218. 
223,  225,  228,  231, 242. 

See  jjreceding  volume,  sec.  222,  as  to  officers  authorized  to  take 
depositions  in  mese  courts. 
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JVb.  1.   Commission  to  be  used  when  vriiness  out  of  State.  ■  (a) 

The  Common  wealth,  of  Virginia,  to  A,B,y  a  notary  public  for  the 
county  of 1«  the  Siafe  of ,  (b)  greeting: 

Know  ye,  that  trusting  to  your  fidelity  and  provident  ciroum- 
spection  in  diligently  examining  N.  H.,  K.  B.  and  C.  D.,  witnesses 
in  behalf  of  M.  B.  in  a  suit  depending  in  our  court  for. the  county 

of ,  wherein  the  said  M.  B.  is  plaintiff  and  X.  Y.,  0,  P.  and 

Q.  N.  are  defendants,  we  request  and  empower  you  that  on  such 
day  and  such  place  as  you  shall  appoint,  to  call  and  cause  to  com^ 
the  witnesses  aforesaid,  before  you,  and  them  diligently  examine 
on  the  Holy  Evangelists  of  Almighty  God,  and  their  examination 
into  the  said  court  distinctly  and  plainly,  without  Belay,  you  send 
and  certify  enclosed,  returning  also  this  commission. 

Witness,  P.  R.,  clerk  of  our  said  court,  at  Bichmond  City,  this 

day  of 18    ,  and  in  the year  of  the  IndjepeB- 

dence  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

P.  R.,  Clerh. 

JSTo.  2.  J^otice,  {c) 

To  C.  D.  AND  R.  S. : 

Take  notice  that  we  shall  on  the  day  of ,  at  the 

office  of  H.  and  S.,  in  the  city  of  Richmond,  l>etween  the  hours 
of  6  A.  M.  and  G  P.  M.  of  that  day,  proceed  to  take  the  deposi- 
tions of  R.  G.  and  others,  to  be  read  as  evidence  in  our  behalf  in 
a  certain  suit  in  equity  depending  in  the  Circuit  Court  for 
the  County  of  Henrico,  wherein  you  are  plaintiffs  and  we  are 
defendants ;  and  if,  from  any  cause,  the  taking  of  the  said  de- 
positions be  not  commenced  on  that  day,  or,  if  commenced,  be  not 
concluded  on  that  day,  the  taking  of  tne  same  will  be  adjourned 
and  continued  from  aay  to  day,  or  from  time  to  time,  at  tSie  same 
place  and  between  the  same  hours  until  the  same  shall  be  com- 
pleted. Respectfully  yours, 

A.  B., 
D.  L. 

JVb.  3.    Caption  of  depositions y  adjournment,  Sfc. 

The  depositions  of  R.  G.  and  others,  taken  before  me,  A.  II.  S., 
a  notary  public  (or  justice  of  the  pea  re)  for  tlie  city  of   Rich- 

(a)  A  notice  in  this  case  is  necessary  as  in  otliers.    See  notice.  No  3. 

(bj  See  sec.  223  of  preceding:  volume. 

(c)  This  notice  should  be  given  whether  deposition  of  witness  be  taken 
in  or  out  of  the  State.  When  a  party  on  whom  notice  to  take  deposition 
should  be  served  is  not  a  resident  of  Virginia,  notice  may  be  senrea  on  his 
counsel  if  the  time  between  the  service  ofnotice  and  taking  of  the  deposition 
be  sufficient  for  conveying  by  ordinary  course  of  mail,  a  letter  from  the  place 
oi  service  to  the  place  of  residence  of  the  party,  and  a  reply  from  that  place 
back  to  the  place  of  service  and  then  for  tne  counsel  to  attend  at  the  place 
of  taking  the  deposition.    Sec  Sess.  Acts.  1852,  p.  76. 
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zaond,  puisuaut  to  notice  hereto  annexed,  at  the  office  of  H.  and 
S.  in  the  city  of  Richmond,  on  the  — ^  day  of  — ,  between 
the  hours  of  6  A.  M.  and  6  P.  M.,  to  be  read  as  evidence  on  be- 
half of  A.  B.  and  D.  L.  in  a  certain  suit  in  equity  depending 
in  the  Circuit  Court  for  the  County  of  Henrico,  wherein  C.  D. 
and  R.  S.  are  plaintiffs,  and  the  said.  A.  B.  and  D.  L.  are  defend- 
ants. 


Present  r  A.  A,  M.,  counsel  for  plaintiffs. 
J.  M.  P,,  counsel  for  defendants. 

R.  O.,  being  duly  sworn  on  the  Holy  Evangelists  of  Almighty 
God,  deposeth  and  saith  as  follows : 

•  Ist  question  by  J.  M.  P.,  counsel  for  defendants.    What  is 
.your^ge? 

Answer. 

2d  question  by  same.    Do  you  know  the  parties  to  this  suit  ? 

Answer. 

[Continue  the.  questions  until  conclusion  of  examination  in 
chief  as  above,  and^in  every,  instance,  write  the  answers  of  wit- 
ness, using  his  words  ] 

Cross-examined, 

1st  question  by  A.  A.  M.,  counsel  for  plaintiffs.,.  (Write  ques- 
tions and  answers  as  before.) 

Re-examined, 

3d  question  by  counsel  for  defendants.     Are  you  &c.,  &c.? 

Answer.    I  am,  &c.,  Sec. 

And  further  this  deponent  saith  not. 

R.  G. 

No  other  witness  appearing,  the  further  taking  of  these  depo- 
sitions is  continued  until  to-morrow,  at  the  same  place  and  be- 
tween the  same  hours. 

A.  H.  S.,  K  P.  (or,  /.  P,) 

day  o/'  18     . 

Present:  A.  A.  M:,  counsel  for  plaintiffs. 
J.  M:  P.,  counsel  for  defendants. 
K.  M.,  being  duly  sworn  on  the  Holy  Evangelists  of  Almighty 
God,  deposeth  and  saith  as  follows : 

1st  question  by  counsel  for  defendants.  (Write  down  ques- 
tions and  answers  as  in  deposition  of  R.  G.) 

K.  M. 


State  or  Virginia, 

Cityof  Richmondy  to  wit : 
I,  A.  H.  S.,  a  notary  jniblic  (or  justice  of  the  peace)  for  the  city 
aforesaid,  in  the  said  State,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing 

36* 
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depositions  were  duly  taken,  sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me 
at  the  times  and  place  mentioned  therein: 

Givefii  under  my  hand  this  day  of  ,18    :(a) 

A,  H.  S;,  N.  R  (or,  J.  P.) 

JVb»  4.  Farm  of  summons  requiring  attendance  of  witnesses. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Virginia, 

H)  the  Sheriff  of  the  City  of  Richmond^  Greeiing : 
We  command  you  that  you  summon  R;  CL,  L.  M.  and  N.  0., 
to  appear  at  the  office  of  H.  and  S.  in  the  city  of  Richmond,  on 
day  of  ,  before  A.  H.  S.,  a  notary  public  for  the 

said  city  duly  commissioned  and  qualified  (or  a  justice  ofihepewx 
for  said  cityy)  to  testify  and  the  truth  to  speak  on  behiuf  of  A.  B. 
and  D.  L.  in  a  matter  of  controversy  pendmg  in  the  Circuit  Court 
for  the  County  of  Henrico,  between  C.  D.  and  R;  S.,  plaintiffs, 
and  the  said  A.  B.  and  D.  L;,  defendants:  And  have  then  there 
this  writ. 
Given  under  my  hand  this  day  of  ,  18     . 

A.  H.  a,  K  P.  (or,  /.  P.) 

J^o,  4.  Report  of  non-attendance  of  vninesses. 

To  the  Court  for  the  City  of  Richmond : 

N.  0.^  who  was  duly  summoned  to  appear  before  me,  A.  H.  S., 
a  notary  public  (or  justice  of  thepeace\  for  the  city  aforesaid,  on 
the  day  or  ,  at  the  office  of  H.  and  S.  in  said  city,  to 

testify  and  the  truth  to  say  on  behalf  of  A.  B.  and  D.  L.  in  a 
matter  of  controversy  pending  in  the  Circuit  Court  for  the  Coun- 
ty of  Henrico  between  C.  D.  and  R.  S.^  plaintiffs,  and  the  said 
A.  B.  and  B.  L.,  defendants,  has  failed  to  attend  at  the  time  and 
place  required,  and  I  am  requested  to  report  the  fact  to  this 
court  that  proper  means  may  be  used  to  compel  the  attendance 
of  the  said^ witness. 

Respectfully  reported, 

A.  II.  S.,  N.  R  (or  /.  R) 

PRACTICAL  NOTES. 

Eminent  counsel  have  doubted  the  correctness  of  the  statement  ijui$i- 
mii  verbis  made  in  section  220,  to  wit :  that  depositions  may  be  takm  be- 
fore the  parties  are  at  issue.  Thejr  think  that  the  plaintiff  €ilmte  has  the 
right  to  examine  witnesses  be/of e  the  defendant  has  appeared  and  pleaded 
or  answered.  Two  of  the  judges  of  the  Circuit  Courts  of  Virginia  nave  de- 
cided otherwise  and  sustain  the  principle  announced  in  that  section  and  in 
the  note  thereto.  The  question  has  not  been  determined  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Appeals  of  Virginia. 


(a)  It  has  been  the  practice  in  Virginia  when  depositions  are  taken  by  no- 
taries, for  the  notaries  to  annex  their  seal.  This  is  not  required  by  tiie 
statute^    A  certificate  under  the  hand  of  the  notary  is  sufficient. 


Orders  and  Decrees  in  the   United   States  Circuit  Courts 
and  in  Virginia  State  Courts, 

IN   UNITED  STATES  CIRCUIT  COURTS. 
GENERAL     FORMULA. 

The  formal  part  of  decrees  in  these  courts  has  already  been 
set  forth  in  preceding  yolume,  section  249  ;  this  formal  part  should 
precede  the  forms  nereafter  given,  when  to  be  used  in  these 
courts. 

Decree  for  account. 

The  court  doth  order  and  decree,  that  it  be  referred  to  Mr.  E. 
one  of  the  Masters  of  this  Court,  to  take  a  mutual  account  of  all 
dealings  and  transactions  between  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant" 
to  the  better  clearing  of  which  account,  the  paii'es  are  to  pro- 
duce, &c.  (books,  dpcunieivts,  &c.y  d:c.,  &c.,)  as  the  said  Master 
shall  direct,  who,  in  taking  of  the  said  account,  is  to  make  unto 
the  parties  all  just  allowances,  and  what,  upon  the  balance  of  the 
said  account  shall  appear  to  be  due  from  eitner  party  to  the  other, 
is  to  be  paid  as  the  said  Master  shall  direct.  And  it  is  further 
ordered,  that  the  injunction  formerly  granted  in  this  cause,  for 
stay  of  the  defendant's  proceeding  at  law,  be  in  the  mean  time 
continued,  and  the  defendant's  judgment  is  to  stand  a  security 
for  payment  of  what,  if  any  thing,  shall  appear  to  be  coming  to 
him  on  the  balance  of  the  said  account ;  and  the  court  doth  re- 
serre  the  consideration  of  the  costs  of  this  suit,  and  of  all  further 
directions,  until  after  the  said  Master  shall  have  made  his  report, 
when  either  side  is  to  be  at  liberty  to  apply,  &c. 

Order  granting  injunction  in  case  of  copyright. 

This  court  doth  order  that  an  injunction  be  awarded  to  restrain 
the  defendant,  his  serrants,  agents,  or  workmen,  from  printing, 
publishing,  selling,  or  otherwise  disposing  of  the  book  in  the  bill 
mentioned  to  have  been  put^lished  by  the  defendant,  until  the  said 
defendant  shall  fuUy  answer  the  plaintiff's  bill,  or  this  court 
make  other  order  to  the  contrary. 
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Decree  for  perpetual  injunction  restraining  infringement 

of  copyright. 

It  is  ordered,  &c.  that  the  injunction  formerly  granted  in  this 
cause  for  stay  of  the  defendants,  their  servants,  agents,  or  work- 
men, from  printing,  publishing,  or  vending,  a  book,  comedy,  or 
fiirce,  callea  "Love  &-la-mode,''  or  any  part  thereof,  be  made  per- 
petual. And  the  plaintiff  waiving  the  account  prayed  by  the 
Dill,  the  court  doth  not  think  fit  to  direct  any  account.  And  it  is 
further  ordered,  that  the  defendants. do  pay  to  the  plaintiff  his 
costs  of  this  suit,  to  be  tased,  &c. 

Decree  for  perpetual  injunction  to  restrain  infringement  of 
copyright  and  for  payment  of  profits. 

Upon  the  coming  in  of  the  Master's  report,  and  on  motion  of 
the  complainant's  counsel,  it  is  ordered  and  decreed  by  tiie  court, 
that  the  said  report  be  confirmed  and  established,  and  that  the 
said  defendant  B.  and  his  agents  and  servants  be  perpetually  en- 
joined from  making,  using,  or  vending  to  others  to  be  used,  any 
one  or  more  locks  substantially  the  same  in  mode  of  operation  as 
the  lock  described  in  the  letters  patent  in  the  said  bill  of  com- 
plaint mentioned. 

Aud  the  court  doth  further  order'  and  decree  that  the  said  de- 
fendant B.,  do  forthwith  pay  unto  the  said  complainant  Allen,  the 
sum  of  eleven  thousand  seven  hundred  dollars,  being  the  amount 
of  profit  found  by  the  said  Master's  report  to  have  been  received 
by  the  said  B.  and  his  copartner  S.,  mentioned  in  the  said  bill  of 
complaint,  from  the  sale  of  locks  sut)stantiallj  the  same  in  mode 
of  operation,  as  the  lock  described  in  the  said  letters  patent,  in 
violation  of  the  exclusive  right  of  the  complainant,  secured  to 
him  by  the  letters  patent  aforesaid.  And  the  court  doth  further 
order  and  decree  that  the  said  defendant  B.  do  pay  to  the  said 
complainant  Allen  the  costs  of  this  suit  taxed  at . 


IN   VIROIMIA   STATE   COURTS. 
FORMULA  OF  DECREES. 

Formula  of    decree  in  'which  guardian  ad  litem  assigned 
irvfant  defendants  in  courty  his  answer  filed,  Sfc. 

A.  B.,  (or,  A.  B.,  an  infant  of  tender  years,  by  R.  L.,  his  next 
friend,  or,  A.  B.,  a  feme  covert,  by  R.  L.,  her  next  friend,)  and 
C.  H.,  plaintiJfSf  against  M.  B.,  J.  W.,  R.  K.,  L.  C.  and  B.  R., 
(the  two  last  mfants  under  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,)  defend- 
ants. 
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R.  N.  (a)  is  assigned  guardian  ad  litem  to  the  infant  defend- 
ants, L.  0.  and  B.  K.  to  defend  their  interests  in  this  suit,  and 
thereupon  the  said  K.  N.  as  such  guardian  filed  his  answer  to  the 
bill  of  the  pla,intiff,  to  which  answer  the  plaintiff  by  counsel  re- 
plied generally  and  the  cause  coming  on  to  be  heard  on  the  bill, 
taken  for  confessed  as  to  the  defendant  K.  K.,  the  answers  of  de- 
fendants J.  W.  and  M.  B.  and  of  the  said  guardian  ad  litem  with 
general  replications  thereto,  on  the  exhibits  and  examinations  of 
witnesses,  was  argued  by  counsel.  On  consideration  whereof,  the 
court  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  &c.,  &c. 

Another  formula  in  a  case  in  which  there  are  absent  and 
vnknown  defendants — and  in  which  a  guardian  ad  litem 
has  been  assigned  infwnt  defendants  at  rules. 

A.  B.,  <fcc.,  (as  before,)  plaintiffs,  against  M.  B.,  J.  W.,  L.  C. 
and  B.  R.,  (the  two  last  named  being  infants  under  the  age  of 
twenty-one,)  by  R.  N.,  their  guardian  ad  litem  assigned  to  de- 
fend them  in  this  suit,  M.  P.  and  the  unknown  heirs  at  law  and 
distributees  *of  X.  Y.,  deceased,  defendants. 

This  cause,  in  which  the  plaintiffs  have  proceeded  against  the 
said  M.  P.  in  the  mode  prescribed  by  law  against  absent  defend- 
ants ;  and  as  to  the  unknown  heirs  at  law  and  distributees  of  X. 
Y.,  deceased,  in  the  mode  prescribed  by  law  against  unknown  de- 
fendants, came  on  this  day  to  be  heard  on  the  bill,  the  answers 
of  the  homo  defendants,  and  of  the  infant  defendants  by  their 
guardian  ad  litem,  R.  N.,  assigned  to  defend  them  in  this  suit, 
general  replications  to  the  said  answers,  exhibits  and  examina- 
Sonfl  of  witnesses,  and  was  argued  by  counsel.  On  cousidera- 
tion  whereof,  the  court  doili  adjudge  order  and  Secree,  &o.,  &0. 

Another  formula  in  which  bill  has  been  taken,  for  confess- 
ed as  to  part  of  the  defendants^  answers  of  the  remainder, 
depositions,  Sfc, 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  heard  on  the  bill,  taken  for 
confessed  as  to  the  defendants,  B.  M.  and  J.  W.,  on  whom  pro- 
cess had  been  duly  served,  they  still  failing  to  appear  and  plead, 
answer  and  demur  to  the  saia  bill ;  on  the  answers  of  the  de- 
fendants L.  "VV.  and  K.  M. ,  with  general  replications  thereto,  on 
the  exhibits  and  examinations  of  witnesses,  and  was  argued  by 
eounsel.  On  consideration  whereof  the  court  doth  adjudge,  or- 
der and  decree,  &c. 


c^ 


{a)  The  clerk  of  the  court  in  which  suit  is  pending  is  usually  assigned 
the  fi^uardian  ad  litem.  A  g^nardian  ad  litem  may  be  assigned  in  term  time 
as  well  as  at  rules.    See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  171,  sec  16. 
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Revival  of  suit  against  personal  representative  of  one.  of 
the  defendants^  against  thereat  representatives  of  another 
and  decree,  (b.) 

A.  D.,  plaintiff',  vs.  C.  D.,  M.  N.  and  others,  defendants. 

The  scirefacias  awarded  against  R.  Q.,  administrator  de  bonis 
non  with  the  will  annexed  of  the  defendant,  C  K,,  deceased,  re- 
turnable to  this  term,  having  been  returned  executed  on  the  add 
R.  Q.,  administrator  as  aforesaid,  and  the  said  R.  Q.  failing  to 
shew  any  cause  why  this  suit  should  not  be  revived  against  him 
in  his  character  aforesaid,  it  is  ordered  that  the  same  be  revived 
and  henceforth  be  conducted  against  the  said  R.  Q.  as  adminis- 
trator de  bonis  non,  with  the  will  annexed  of  the  said  0.  K.,  de- 
ceased ;  and  it  further  appearing  that  the  scirefacias  awarded  at 
the  last  term  against  L.  B.,  D.  W.  and  N.  0.,  children  and  heirs 
at  law  of  the  defendant,  R.  M.,  deceased,  returnable  to  this  term, 
has  been  duly  executed  on  the  said  L.  B.,  D.  W.  and  N.  O.,  and 
they  failing  to  shew  any  cause  why  this  suit  should  not  be  revived 
and  prosecuted  against  them,  as  such  children  and  heirs  at  law  of 
the  said  R.  M.,  deceased,  it  is  ordered  that  the  same  be  reviyed  and 
henceforth  be  conducted  against  the  said  L.  B.,  D.  W.  and  N.  0. 
as  defendants  to  this  suit ;  and  thereupon  this  cause  coming  on 
to  be  heard,  &c.,  &c.,  was  argued  by  counsel.     On  consideration 
whereof,  the  court  doth  ai^udge,  &c.,  &c. 

Formula  of  eiitry  in  case  of  friendly  bill  and  answer^  Sfc.  (a) 

R.  B.,  plaintiff,  against  (f.  W.  and  J.  M.,  the  last  named  an  in- 
fant under  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  defendants. 

This  day  came  the  plaintiff  and  filed  his  bill,  and  on  his  mo- 
tion B.  W.  is  assi^ed  guardian  ad  litem  to  the  infant  defendant. 
J.  M.  to  defend  his  interests  in  this  suit,  and  thereupon  the  said 
guardian  ad  litem  filed  the  answer  of  the  said  infant,  J.  M.,  to 
uie  bill  of  the  plaintiff,  and  the  defendajit  C.  W.  filed  his  answer, 
to  which  answers  the  plaintiff  replied  generally,  and  the  cause 
coming  on  to  be  heard  upon  the  bill,  the  said  answers,  general 
replications  thereto,  and  exhibits,  was  argued  by  counsel.  On 
consideration  whereof,  the  court  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree, 
&c.,  &c. 


(h)  See  preceding  Tolume,  sections  88, 89, 90. 

(a)  A  rriendl}^  bill  and  answer  is  the  well  known  title  applied  to  acaaae 
in  which  there  is  no  controversy  between  the  parties,  and  when  they  each 
desire  the  aid  uf  the  court  to  have  some  action  taken  which  they  cannot 
take  independently  of  its  aid.  Such  a  bill,  to  instance,  is  usually  filed  in  the 
case  of  a  sale  of  lands  of  person  under  disability. 
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DECREES    FOR   ACCOUNTS. 

Decree  for  settlement  of  accounts, 

(Nameaof  parties.) 

This  cause  came  on,  &c.,  [as  in  formula  preceding,)  On  con- 
sideration whereof,  the  court  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree  that 
the  defendant  do  render  an  account  of  the  partnership  in  the  bill 
mentioned  (or,  an  account  of  his  dealings  as,  &c.,  in  the  bill  men- 
tioned) before  one  of  the  commissioners  of  this  court,  who  is  di- 
rected to  examine,  stat4)  and  settle  the  same,  and  make  report 
thereof  to  the  court,  with  any  matters  specially  stated,  deemed 
pertinent  by  himself,  or  which  may  be  required  by  any  of  the 
parties  to  be  so  stated. 

Note.— -A  party  applyinn^  to  a  cptirt  of  Equity  for  an  account,  subjects 
himself  through  plaintiff  to  a  decree  for  a  balance  due  from  him  to  defend- 
ant. Hill  et  alfl.,  v.  Sutherland's  ex'rs.,  1  Wash.  128;  Fitzgerald  ex'r,  9. 
Jones,!  Munf.  150.     See  also  Payne  v.  Graves,  5  Leigh  561. 

/• 

Decree  for  settlement  of  administration  and  guardianship 
accounts  of  an  intestate ^  also  for  settlement  of  adminis- 
tration account  of  inUstate^s  estate  unless  administra- 
tor  will  admit  assets, 

R.  T.  H.  and  Sarah  E.,  his  -wi^Qy  j^laintiJfSf  against  P.  S.  J.,  ad- 
ministrator of  M.  T.,  deceased,  who  was  administrator  de  bonis 
non  of  S.  W.,  deceased,  and  guardian  of  Sarah  R.  "W.,  T.  R.,  L. 
R.  and  R.  C.  M.,  defendants. 

Thia  cause,  in  which  the  plaintiffs  appear  to  have  proceeded 
against  the  defendant,  R.  C.  M.,  who  is  out  of  this  commonwealth, 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law  against  absent  defendants,  and 
he  still  failing  to  appear  and  answer,  came  on  this  day  to  be 
heard  on  the  bill,  which  has  been  taken  for  confessed  as  to  all  the 
defendants,  except  M.  T.,  the  intestate  of  the  defendant,  P.  S.  J., 
upon  the  answer  of  the  said  M.  T.,  filed  in  his  life  time,  with  ge- 
neral replication  thereto,  and  the  exhibits  filed  and  was  argued 
by  counsel.  On  consideration  whereof,  tlie  court  doth  adjudge, 
order  and  decree  that  the  defendant  P.  S.  J.,  administrator  of  M. 
T. ,  deceased,  who  was  administrator  de  bonis  non  with  the  will  an- 
nexed of  S.  W.,  deceased,  and  guardian  of  Sarah  R.  W.,  do  render 
an  account  of  the  transactions  of  the  said  M.  T.  as  administrator 
as  aforesaid,  and  also  an  account  of  the  transactions  of  the  said  M. 
T.,  as  guardian  as  aforesaid,  before  one  of  the  commissioners  of  tliis 
court ;  in  rendering  which  account,  the  said  defendant  is  required 
to  produce  before  the  said  commissioner  all  necessary  papers  and 
vouchers  in  his  possession  or  under  his  control,  relating  lo  the 
tr^msactions  of  the  said  M.  T.  as  administrator  and  guardian  as 
a.fbresaid,  in  order  to  enable  the  said  commissioner  to  state  the 
said  accounts.     And  the  said  oommipsioner  is  directed,  in  taking 
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the  said  accounts,  to  regturd  as  prima  facie  correct,  but  liable  to 
be  surcharged  and  falsified  by  the  plaintiffs,  any  settled  acoounte 
of  the  said  administrator  and  guardian,  made  under  orders  of  a 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction  and  returned  to  and  ordered  to 
be  recorded  by  such  court. 

And  unless  the  defendant  P.  S.  J.,  administrator  of  M.  T.,  de- 
ceased, shall  admit  assets  of  his  intestate  in  his  hands  sufficient 
to  satisfy  any  balances  which  may  appear  against  his  said  intes- 
tate's estate,  upon  the  settlement  of  the  accounts  abore  directed, 
then  the  court  doth  further  adjudge,  order  and  decree  that  the 
said  defendant  render  before  the  said  commissioner  an  accomit 
of  his  own  administration  of  the  estate  of  the  said  M.  T.,  dec'd. 

All  which  accounts  the  said  commissioner  ynll  examine,  state 
and  settle  and  report  to  the  court,  with  any  matters  specially 
stated,  deemed  pertinent  by  himself,  or  which  may  be  required 
by  any  of  the  parties  to  be  so  stated. 

A  noticQ  of  the  time  and  place  of  takine  the  aforementiosed 
accounts  to  be  published  once  a  week  for  four  successiTC  weeks 
in  some  convenient  newspaper  shall  be  equivalent  to  personal 
service  of  such  notice  on  the  parties. 

Decree  overruling  same  exertions  to  report ^  sustaining  apart 
of  one  of  them  and  directing  payment  of  balances  fotmddut 
on  settlement  of  administration  and  guardianship  accounts, 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  again  heard  on  the  papen 
formerly  read,  and  the  report  of  commissioner  W.  made  m  pur- 
suance of  the  interlocutory  decree  entered  herein  on  the  twenty- 
third  day  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,  and  upon 
the  exceptions  of  the  plaintiffs  and  the  defendant,  P.  S.  J.,  ad- 
ministrator of  ^.  T.,  deceased,  returned  with  the  said  report,  aud 
also  upon  the  exceptions  of  the  said  defendant  this  day  Sled,  and 
the  examinations  of  witnesses  and  exhibits  filed  since  the  former 
hearing  and  was  argued  by  counsel.  On  consideration  whereof 
the  court  doth  overrule  aU  the  exceptions  of  the  plaintiffs  to  the 
said  report,  and  doth  also  overrule  all  the  exceptions  of  the  said 
defendant  P.  S.  J.,  administrator  as  aforesaid,  except  so  far  as 
one  of  the  said  exceptions  of  the  said  defendant  refers  to  and 
embraces  the  first  item  in  special  statement  F.,  madejsy  the  com- 
missioner at  the  instance  or  the  said  defendant,  to  wit :  the  item 
of  ninety-nine  dollars  and  thirty-nine  cents  in  the  said  special 
statement,  under  date  of  the  sixth  day  of  January,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  forty-eight,  for  provisions  furnished  the  slaves  Elnra 
and  Emily,  as  to  which  item  and  the  interest  thereon  the  court  is 
of  opinion  that  the  same  should  have  been  allowed  as  a  credit  to 
the  estate  of  the  said  M.  T.,  deceased,  and  that  the  balance  of 
eight  thousand  four  hundred  and  eighty-three  dollars  and  twenty- 
eight  cents,  reported  by  the  commissioner  as  due  to  the  plaintiffs 
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should  be  reduced  by  the  said  sum  of  ninety-nine  dollars  and 
thirty-nine  cents,  and  the  interest  thereon  amounting  to  five  dol- 
lars and  ninety-five  cents,  leaving  the  sum  of  eight  thousand  three 
hundred  and  seventy-seven  dollars  and  ninety-four  cents  due  to 
the  plaintiffs  on  the  thirty-first  day  of  -December,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  forty-nine,  for  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court,  they 
are  entitled  to  a  decree,  and  the  court  confirming  the  said  report 
in  all  other  respects,  and  it  appearing  therefrom  by  the  special 
statement  E.,  made  by  the  commissioner  at  the  instance  of  the 
said  defendant  P.  ^  J.,  administrator  as  aforesaid,  thathe  has  assets 
of  his  intestate  in  his  hands  sufficient  to  satisfy  this  decree,  the 
court  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree  that  the  defendant  P.  S,  J., 
administrator  of  M.  T.,  deceased,  do  pay  to  the  plaintiffs  the  said 
sum  of  eight  thousand  three  hundred  and  seventy-seven  dollars 
and  ninety-four  cents,  with  interest  thereon  to  be  computed  after 
the  rate  of  six  per  centum  per  annum  from  the  thirty-first  day  of 
December  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine  until  paid,  and  their 
costs  by  them  about  their  suit  in  this  behalf  expended. 

Decree  for  settlement  of  executorial  or  administration  ac- 
counts, 

K.  L.  B.  and  M.  E.,  his  wife,  and  oih-MYn,  plaintiffs,  against  N, 
A.,  administrator  of  W.  F,,  deceased,  (or  executop  of  the  last 
will  and  testament  of  W.  F„  deceased,)  defendant. 

This  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  heard  upon  the  bil]«  answer 
and  exhibits  and  was  argued  by  counsel,  on  consideration  whereof 
the  court  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree  that  the  defendant,  N. 
A.,  do  render  an  account  of  his  administration  of  the  estate  of 
his  intestate,  W,  F.,  (or  an  account  of  his  executorial  transac- 
tions as  executor  of  the  last  will  and  testament  of  his  testator,  W. 
F„  deceased,)  before  one  of  the  commissioners  of  this  court,  who 
is  directed  to  examine,  state  and  settle  the  same  and  report  the 
same  to  the  court  with  any  matters  specially  stated  deemed  perti- 
nent by  himself  or  which  may  be  required  by  any  of  the  parties 
to  be  so  stated. 

Decree  for  distribution  of  estate  after  return  of  commission* 
er^s  report  madeunde?'  next  preceding  decretal  order, 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  fully  heard  on  the  papers 
formerly  read,  and  the  report  of  the  commissioner,  made  in  pur- 
suance of  the  order  of  the  8th  day  of  June,  1822,  and  was  argued 
by  counsel.  On  consideration  whereof,  the  court  doth  adjudge, 
order  and  decree,  that  the  defendant  F.  F.  (a)  do  pay  to  the  plaintiff", 


(a)  A  decree  against  an  executor  or  administrator  for  a  balance  due  on 
his  administration  account  ought  not  to  be  "that  he  pay  the  same  out  of  the 

37 
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P.  F.,  the  sum  of  $96  32,  with  interest  thereon  from  the  Slst  day 
of  December,  1822,  until  paid  ;  to  R.  F.,  executor  of  W.  F.,  the 
sum  of  $5  31,  with  interest  thereon  from  the  same  time  until 
pud ;  and  to  R.  F.,  D.  B..  F.,  N.  F.  each,  and  to  H.  G.  and  R  bis 
wife,  each,  the  sum  of  $62  57  cents  with  interest  thereon  from  the 
•ame  time  until  paid;  but  the  plaintiffs  are  not  to  have  the  benefit 
of  this  decree  until  they  shall  enter  into  bond  with  sufficient  se- 
curity, in  the  clerk's  office  of  this  court,  payable  to  the  defendant 
F.  F.,  executor  of  F.  M.  F.,*deceaaed,  in  a  penalty  e<jual  to  double 
the  sums  decreed  to  them  respectively,  with  condition  to  refund 
due  proportions  of  any  debts  or  demands  which  may  afterwards 
appear  against  the  estate  of  his  testator,  and  the  costs  attending 
the  recovery  of  such  debts  or  demands,  (h)  And  the  court  dom 
further  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  defendants  do  pay  to 
the  plaintiffs  their  costs  by  them  about  their  suit  in  this  behalf 
expended,  (c) 

[And  liberty  is  reserved  to  the  infant  defendants  to  show  cau8€ 
against  this  decree,  at  any  time  within  six  months  aflcr  they  shall 
respectively  have  attained  their  full  age.]  (d) 

NOTE. 

The  eourt  cannot  decree  a  distribution  iu  favor  of  persons  not  parties  to 
thf)  cause:    Sheppard^s  ex*or  v  Starke  and  wife,  3  Munf.  29. 


estate  iu  bis  bandd  to  be  administered"  but  at  hi*  oten  proper  debt  Shep- 
pard's  executor  ««.  Starke  and  wife,  3  Huuf.  29.  See  Moore's  executrix  9s. 
Ferguson,  et  als.S  Munf.  421,  and  Barr  vir.  Barr'sadn]inistators,2Hen.aDd 
Munf.  26. 

But  it  is  error  to  make  a  personal  decree  acrainst  an  administrator  without 
an  account  or  admission  of  assets  in  his  hands  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  de- 
cree.   Wills*  administrator,  v.  Dunn's  administrator,  5  Grat.  384. 

(b)  Should  clause  requiringrefundiug  bond  be  omitted,  if  it  appearthat  such 
omission  was  not  intentional  but  the  result  entirely  of  inadvertence,  an  ap- 

Cellato  court  would  not  reverse  the  decree  with  costs  for  that  omission  alone; 
ut  if  in  such  case  thedecree  in  other  respects  was  right,  the  court  will  affirai 
it  so  far  as  it.  j^oes,  with  costs  to' the  appellee  as  the  party  substantially  pre- 
vailing and  will  proceed  to  make  such  further  decree  in  relation  to  refund- 
ing bond  as  the  court  below  ou^lit  to  have  made.  Handly  «.  Snodgrass 
and  als .,  9  Leigh  484.  See  the  following  cases  in  relation  to  refunding  bonds, 
Stovall's  executor  v.  Woodson  and  wife,  2  Munf.  308.  Sheppard's  execa- 
tor  r.  Starke  and  wife,  3  Munf.  29. 

(c)  In  a  suit  for  distribution,  though  there  is  a  decree  for  tiie  plaintiff,  vet 
if  the  adminittraior  hat  been  in  no  default  he  shall  have  cost?.  Eid$on  r. 
Fontaine's  administrator  et  nls.,  9  Grat.  286. 

(d)  This  reservation  not  now  necessary.  Sec  Code  of  Virginia,  chap. 
178,  sec,  7. 
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PRACTICAL  XOTES   TO   PRECJEDINU   DECREES   FOR   ACCOUNTS,    &C. 

AecounU  Generally. — Whon  equity  entertains  jurisdiction  in  cases  of 
accoants,  see  Hunter^s  exor.  and  als.  v.  Spots  wood,  1  Wash.  145 ;  Bland*s 
admr.  v,  Wyatts,  I  II.  and  M.  543;  Hickman  o.  Stout,  3  Leigh  6;  Sturte- 
vaot  9.  (loode,  5  Leigh,  83.  When  equity  refuses  to  entertain  jurisdiction 
in  such  cases.  See  Randolph's  ex'rs.  v.  Randolph  and  als.,  2  Call.,  537 ; 
Smith  V  Marx,  2  Rand.,  449 ;  Poage  o  Wilson,  2  Leigh,  490 ;  Bassett's 
adnV  V  CuoniDgbam's  admV,  7  Leigh,  402. 

In  an  equity  cause  when  a  replication  has  been  entered  and  afterwards 
withdrawn,  it  is  error  for  the  court  to  order  an  account  or  to  render  a  de- 
cree until  a  new  issue  is  made  up.   .Clark  v  Tintleif^s  adm'r ,  4  Rand., 250. 

It  is  a  general  rule  that  when  a  party  claims  to  charge  another  by  Tirtue 
of  an  account  rendered,  he  must  take  that  account  altogether  and  not  gar- 
ble or  falsify  the  same,  unless  he  can  surcharge  and  falsify  it  either  by 
showing  errors  in  calculation  or  by  showing  from  other  testimony  that  it  is 
incorrect ;  Frecland,  &c.,  v  Cocke's  representatives,  3  Munf.  352.  See 
Waggoner  v  Gray's  administrators,  2  Hen.  and  Muni'.,  603;  but  this  rule  is 
altered  in  cases  in  which  the  party  keeping  the  account  holds  some  trust 
or  confidence  for  the  faithful  execution  of  which  he  is  required  to  keep  an 
accurate  account    See  Robertson  and  als.  v  Archers  adm'r,  5  Rand,  319. 

It  is  not  sufficient  in  an  account  to  charge  balances  of  other  accounts  as 
rendered  and  agreed :  the  accounts  alleged  to  hare  been  agroed  must  be 
produced  if  in  existence  and  proyen  as  alleged,  unless  there  be  proof  of 
the  defendants  acknowledgment  of  the  justice  of  such  accounts  or  of  his 
promise  of  payment,  Lewis'  ex'or.  v  Bacon's  legatees  and  als.,  3  Hen.  and 
Munf.,  89.  In  this  case  a  creditor  kept  an  account  current  with  his  debtor 
and  also  an  interest  account  in  which  he  charged  interest  on  the  several 
payments  to  the  same  period  and  charged  in  the  account  current  the  balance 
appearing  in  the  interest  account.  A  balance  being  then  struck  ^nd  a  new 
aoeouBt  opened,  in  which  interest  was  charged  on  that  balance,  thus  con- 
sisting of  principal  and  interest,  held  to  be  compound  interest  and  not  al- 
lowable. 

An  tucknoyrlt^goi^nxhy  fetne  covert  1%  notsu£Scient  to  establish  an  account 
against  her  husband,  though  it  be  for  articles  furnished  her  before  her  mar- 
riage.   Sheppard's  ex'or.  v  Starke  and  wife,  3  Munf.,  29. 

An  injunction  is  granted  to  a  judgment,  and  an  account  directed  between 
the  parties,  credit  ought  not  to  be  given  to  the  plaintiff  at  law  by  the  com- 
missioner for  certain  items  not  exhibited  to  the  jury,  nor  mentioned  in  the 
answer,  and  which  are  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  suit.  Lipscomb's 
adm'r.  r»  Littlepage's  adm'r.,  1  H.  &  M.,  454.  Account  directed  afler  a 
purchaser  at  fraudulent  sale  refuses  obedience  to  order  of  court  requiring 
delivery  of  slave.    Sec  McNew  v  Smith,  5  Grat.,  84. 

Accovnis  of  Execuiort^  Spc, 
The  account  of  an  executor  having  been  settled  by  commissioners  ap- 
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pointed  by  the  court  before  which  the  will  was  proved,  i«  not  of  course  to 
be  referred  again  to  a  commissioner,  on  a  bill  to  surcharge  and  falsify  ;  bat 
some  evidence  should  be  exhibited  to  that  effect,  or  something  improper  in 
the  account  should  be  disclosed  in  the  answer ;  otherwise  such  order  of  ac 
count  should  not  be  made,  but  the  bill  should  be  dismissed.  WURe  et  m. 
V.  Vendble^t  ex'oTt  4  Munf.  369. 

When  the  answer  of  a  defendant  executor,  asserts  a  right  affirmatively 
in  opposition  to  the  plaintir  s  demand  the  defendant  is  as  much  bound  to 
establish  its  assertions  by  indifferent  testimony  as  the  plaintiff  is  to  sustain 
his  bill.  It  would  be  monstrous  indeed,  if  an  executor,  when  called  on  to 
account,  were  permitted  to  tieear  himself  into  a  part  of  his  testator's  esiaU. 
Becheith  v.  Butler  and  als,  1  Wash.  225. 

An  executor's  account  rendered  on  oath  is  prima  facie  evidence  of  the 
sums  received  by  him  for  the  estate  of  his  testator,  and  of  the  times  when 
received.     Cavendish  v.  Flemings  3  Munf  198. 

An  executor  is  not  to  be  charged  with  the  debts  due  to  the  estate  of  his 
testator,  at  the  time  tfiken  they  became  due,  but  only  at  the  time  when  he 
actually  received  them,  excepting  such  debts  as  are  lost  by  his  negligence 
or  improper  conduct.  Cavendish  v.  Fleming,  8  Munf.  198.  He  is,  sare 
when  debts  are  thus  lost,  only  chargeable  with  interest  on  his  actual  re- 
ceipts.   Ibid. 

An  executor  or  administrator  may,'  with  propriety,  be  credited  for  deduc- 
tions made  by  him  from  accounts  left  by  his  testator  or  intestate,  for  collec- 
tion ;  it  appearing  that  his  course  might  have  produced  benefit  to  the  estate, 
the  court  not  perceiving  thatlhe  could  have  had  any  interest  in  making  the 
deductions.    McCaU  v.  Peachy*s  adm'r,  3  Munf.  288. 

An  ox|cotor  or  administrator  is  not  chargeable  specifically  with  tobaaco 
received  by  him,  and  not  disbursed  on  account  of  his  testator's  estate,  bat 
only  with  the  price  actually  received  for  the  tobacco,  where  that  can  be 
ascertained;  and  where  not,  with  the  then  current  value  /hereof.    Ibid, 

Where  an  ex  parte  settlement  of  an  administration  account  has  taken 
place  before  commissioners  appointed  by  the  court  in  which  the  executor  er 
administrator  qualified ;  if  the  legatees  afterwards  bring  a  suit  in  Chancery 
for  a  new  examination  and  settlement  of  such  account,  the  vouchers  \n  sup- 
port thereof,  if  they  be  not  ostensible,  should  be  presumed  to  have  existed, 
and  the  onus  probandi  thrown  on  the  adverse  party.    Ibid. 

Jn  such  case,  if  the  vouchers  or  official  copies  of  them  be  produced,  the 
plaintiffs  may  nevertheless  controvert  the  articles  intended  to  be  justified 
by  them.    Ibid, 

An  article  ought  to  be  allowed  on  the  oath  of  the  defendant,  if  it  be  of 
such  a  nature  that  the  expense  probably  must  have  been  incurred,  or  tkat, 
perhaps,  a  voucher  for  it  could  not  have  been  procured ;  for  example, 
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mourning  for  the  widow,  midwife's  fees,  services  performed  by  a  negro  car- 
penter, and  the  like.    Ibid. 

When  a  commissioner  is  stating  accounts  between  executors  and  the 
estate  of  their  testator,  if  one  of  them  who  had  for  collection  the  evidences 
of  debt  due  the  estate,  which  might  have  been  collected  by  him,  be  dead, 
hir  representative  can  not  object  to  his  estate's  being  charged  with  those 
debts  unless  the  means  be  furnished  the  devisees  of  charging  the  surviving 
executor  therewith ;  Carter's  Ex'or  v.  Cutting  et  ux.^  5  Munf.  223,  and  in 
such  case  each  executor's  private  account  with  testator  and  with  his  co- 
ex«cutor,  and  all  accounts  that  are  necessary  to  make  a  just  settlement  of 
the  matters  in  controversy  ought  to  be  taken  if  requested,  though  not  npe- 
cifically  put  in  issue  in  the  cause.    Ibid, 

To  make  an  executor  answerable  for  paper  money,  at  the  scale  of  the 
day  on  which  ho  received  it,  is  in  general  wrong;  but,  if  he  hath  charged 
himself  so,  and  pointed  out  no  other  mode  of  adjusting  it,  he  shall  be  bound 
by  his  own  act.     Granberry^s  ex^or  v.  Granberrps,  1  Wash.  246. 

Where  an  executor  claims  a  sum  of  money  advanced  to  him  by  his  tes- 
tator, in  his  lifetime,  as  a  gift,  and  not  a  loan ;  this  claim  will  not  be  allowed 
on  the  executor's  oath,  and  slight  circumstances ;  especially  (as  in  this  case) 
when  the  name  of  the  executor  is  present  to  the  testator's  mind  while 
making  his  will  and  the  object  of  his  bounty.  Ruih  et  al  v.  OwenSy  2 
Rand.  507. 

An  administrator  is  entitled  to  credit  in  his  account  as  of  the  date  of 
division  of  estate  for  moneys  expended  in  permanent  improvements  on  the 
real  estate  of  the  heirs.    Jackson's  advfCr  v.  JachsorCs  heirs.  1  Grat.  143. 

To  ascertain  the  amount  of  credit  in  this  case  the  cost  of  improvements 
subject  to  deduction  for  decay  from  the  time  of  erection  to  date  of  the  divi- 
Rion,  would  be  the  proper  measure.    Ibid, 

I'he  rule  that  where  a  party  relies  on  account  furnished  by  the  other 
party,  he  is  bound  to  take  it  altogether  and  admit  the  debts  as  well  as  the 
credits,  unless  he  can  surcharge  and  falsify  it  by  proofs  is  not  applicable  to 
an  executor's  account  (not  rendered  before  commissioners  appointed  for 
the  settlement  of  the  same;)  this  was  so  held  because  the  executor  vi as 
under  a  moral  and  equitable,  and  indeed  a  legal  obligation,  to  furnish  those 
to  whom  he  was  accountable  the  means  of  charging  him  to  the  full  extent 
of  his  liabilities. (a)     Robertson  and  als.  v.  Archer,  admW.^  5  Rand.  319. 

The  rule  that  administration  accounts,  audited  ex  parte  by  commissioners 
appointed  by  the  proper  court,  returned  to  the  court  and  recorded,  are  to 
be  taken  as  prima  fade  correct,  liable  to  be  surcharged  and  falsified  on 
proof  adduced  by  any  party  interested,  rests  not  on  the  ground  that  such 
audited  accounts  stand  on  the  same  footing  as  stated  accounts  between 


{a)  See  White  v.  Lady  Lincoln,  8  Ves.  363. 
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parties,  but  inaiDly  on  the  long  established  practice  of  the  country,  and  on 
the  supposed  integrity  of  the  tribunal  provided  by  law  for  the  adjustment 
thereof:  therefore,  such  audited  accounts  are  only  to  be  corrected  in  the 
particulars  in  which  they  are  proved  to  be  erroneous  unless  corruption  in 
the  tribunal  itself  be  established,  and  though  great  and  numerous  eirors 
appear,  or  even  though  the  executor  or  administrator  appear  to  have  taken 
an  unfair  advantage,  does  not  return  to  the  court,  or  exhibit  to  the  auditor! 
.Ill  inventory  or  appraisement  of  the  estate,  yet  the  audited  accounts  are  to 
be  taken  as  prima  facie  evidence,  to  be  corrected  so  far  as  surcharged  and 
faUified  by  proof.    Netcton  et.  ur  v.  Poole^  12  Leigh,  112. 

Upon  a  bill  to  surcharge  and  falsify  an  executor's  account,  audited  by 
commissioners  of  county  court,  and  approved  and  recorded,  though  plain- 
tiff is  held  to  specification  of  items  of  surcharge  and  falsification,  yet  it  is 
always  competent  for  him  to  show,  that  the  account  is  erroneous  upon  its 
face,  and  (without  controverting  the  items,)  to^how  that  they  have  been  so 
arranged  as  to  produce  results  injuriou9  to  him.  Garrett,  ex'or^  &,c.,  v 
Carr  and  frife,  ^t.  3  Leigh,  407. 

Executor  sells  a  slave  belonging  to  his  testatur^s  estate,  the  sale  not  being 
necessary  for  the  payment  of  debts,  and  he  re-purchases  the  slave  and 
thereupon  holds  him  as  his  own.  The  slave  is  the  property  of  the  estate, 
and  the  executor  shall  account  for  his  annual  hires,  with  interest  thereon, 
though  he  was  not  in  fact  hired  out  by  the  executor.  Rofi^r  ex* or  of 
Wood  v.  DepricH  ci  als.    5  Grat.  6. 

An  executor  takes  bonds  for  purchases  made  at  a  sale  by  himself  of  tes- 
tator's personal  estate,  and  it  does  not  appear  when  these  bonds  were  paid 
off.  He  will  be  charged  with  the  principal  of  the  bonds  in  the  year  when 
tlioy  fell  due,  but  with  interest  only  from  the  end  of  the  year.    IbifL 

An  administrator  having  failed  to  render  an  account  of  crops,  rents  and 
hires  which  came  to  his  hands,  proof  of  the  estimated  net  annualTolue  may 
be  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  charging  him.  WilW  adm*r  v;  Dunnes 
athn'r,    5  Grat.  384. 

Bonds  taken  by  an  adniiuistratur  not  necessary  for  the  reimbursenientor 
indemnity  of  decedent's  estate,  will  be  turned  over  to  tho  adnimistrator  de 
bonis  uon  as  unadmiuistored  assets.  Clarke  v.  WelVs  adnCr,    6  Grat.  475. 

Administration  iccounts  should  not  be  closed  before  the  time  when  all  the 
debtarnre  paid.    Boyd's  ex^rt  v.  Boyd^t  heirs,    3  Grat.  113. 

An  executor  having  the  management  of  both  real  and  personal  estate, 
and  making  disbursements  in  the  administration  of  the  estate,  and  alM)  for 
the  support  of  the  family  ;  in  the  settlement  of  his  jRccounts,  he  is  to  be 
credited  in  hia  administration  account  with  his  disbursenients  as  executor, 
and  in  his  account  of  the  real  estate,  with  his  disbursements  for  the  family. 
Hobtoti  v.  Yancey  et  alt,    2  Grat.  73. 

Kxecutors  not  keeping  tlieir  accounts  properly,  ore  to  be  held  to  a  rigid 
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accountability,  yet  this  is  not  of  itself  sufficient  to  deprive  them  of  their 
commissions.    Kee^8  exW  v.  Kee^9  creditor^  2  Grat.  116. 

An  administrator  or  executor  is  not  bound  to  sue  for  the  recovery  of  a 
debt  due  the  estate,  where  it  is  apparent  the  debtor  is  not  able  to  pay  it. 
Miteheir»  adm'r  v.  Trotter  and  wife,  7  Grat.  136. 

An  executor  is  not  chargeable  with  interest  on  a  legacy,  pHyable  to  an 
infant,  before  a  guardian  has  been  appointed,  and  he  has  received  notice  of 
such  appointment.  Caivendishy.  Fleming', ZMunf,  198.  See  also  DilHard 
V.  Tomlinson  et  ah.,  1  Munf.  183. 

An  executor  or  administrator  is  chargeable  with  interest  in  all  cases 
where  he  has  received  it,  and  also  where  paper  money  or  specie  remained 
in  his  hands  more  than  a  reasonable  time,  (which,  in  this  case,  was  said  to 
be  six  months,)  without  being  applied  to  the  purposes  of  the  estate. 
McCall  V.  Peachy'-s  adm'r,  3  Munf.  288. 

If  an  executor  think  that  lending  on  interest  the  money  in  his  hands 
would  be  dangerous,  or  find  a  difficulty  in  procuring  borrowers,  he  ought 
to  apply  to  the  chancellor  for  his  direction,  or  pay  the  money  into  court. 
Granberry'8  ex'or^  v.  Granberrys,  I  Wash.  246. 

The  propriety  or  impropriety  of  charging  an  executor  with  interest,  must 
always  depend  on  the  particular  circumstances  in  each  case.  The  general 
rule  adopted  in  Cranberry  v.  Granberry,  is  not  deemed  inflexible,  and  there 
may  be  strong  cases  in  which  to  prevent  gross  injustice  it  may  bind.  Such 
a  case  was  that  of  Fitzgerald  v,  Jones,  1  Munf.  150.  And  it  seems  unrea- 
sonable, that  where  a  very  large  sum  has  been  received  in  the  last  montli 
of  one  year,  and  paid  away  again  in  the  first  month  of  the  succeeding  year, 
or  vice  versa,  to  burden  the  executor  on  the  one  hand,  or  the  estate  on  the 
other,  with  a  full  yearns  interest  on  such  sum.  See  opinion  of  Tucker, 
president,  in  BurieeWs  ex'ors,  v,  Ander80H,adm'r,  3 Leigh,  364.  See  Wood's 
ex' or  v.  Garnetl,  6  Leigh  272. 

Interest  is  not  usually  allowed  upon  conjectural  and  unliquidated  hires. 
Baird  r.  Bland,  5  Munf.  402.  For  until  they  are  ascertained,  the  party  is  no 
no  default  for  not  paying.  Shields  adm'r  9.  Anderson,  3  Leigh,  729.  If,  how. 
ever,  an  executor  has  hired  out  the  slaves,  and  has  actually  received  the 
hires,  tlierc  he  will  be  chargeable  with  interest  on  the  money  so  received,  hs 
upon  money  received  by  him  in  ordinary  cases.  Quarles's  ex*r  9.  Quarles 
2  Munf.  321.  In  the  case  of  Cross's  curatrix,  v.  Cross's  legatees,  4 
Grat.  257,  it  was  held  by  the  Court  of  Appeals  that  although  there 
may  be  circumstances  which  may  •  exempt  an  executor  from  being 
charged  with  interest  on  balances  in  his  hands,  yet  in  general,  an  executor 
is  chargeable  with  interest  on  such  balances ;  and  where,  in  an  ex  parte 
settlement  by  commissioners  of  an  executor's  accounts,  the  commissioners 
improperly  omit  an  interest  account,  and  charge  the  executor  with  interest^ 
that  is  cause  for  surcharging  and  falsifying  the  account.  BurtceWt  ex'orM, 
v  Anderson  adm\  SfC,  3  Leigh,  348. 
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The  Court  of  Appeals  ia  Burwell  export,  v.  Anderton^*  adnCr  ^.,  jut 
cited,  prepared  a  formulft,  exhibiting  the  manner  in  which  accounts  of  exec- 
utors and  administrators  should  be  settled.  See  this  formula  on  the  next 
poge. 


AceounU  of  guardiant, 

A  second  guardian  of  an  infant  has  no  authority  to  file  a  bill  in  his 
name  against  a  former  guardian,  for  an  account  of  his  transactions  in 
tion  to  the  ward's  estate.  Lemon,  guardian,  t.  Hansbarger,  6  Grat. 
But  an  infant  may  by  his  next  friend  call  the  acting  guardian  or  any 
ceding  guardian  to  account  by  a  bill  in  chancery ;  in  such  case  tb< 
must  be  in  his  own  name  by  his  next  friend.  Ibid.  (See  Sillings  el 
T,  Bumgardner,  guardian,  9  Grat.  273.) 

A  guardian  of  infants  is  entitled  to   compensation  fur  their  suj 
though  he  may  have  promised  their  friends  that  he  would  not  mal 
charge  for  it,  and  has  kept  no  account  against  them.    Armttrong^a 
V.  Walkup  afid  other i^  9  Grattan,  372. 

A  payment  made  to  the  husband  of  one  of  those  who  had  been 
and  who  is  the  guardian  of  another  of  them,  tliough  intended  to  be  a 
meut  to  all,  is  not  to  be  credited  against  the  third  ward,  who  is  then  an 
she  not  having  authorised  him  to  receive  it;  but  is  to  be  credited  a| 
the  husband  and  wife,  and  his  ward.    Ibid, 

The  accounts  of  the  three  wards  should  be  stated  separately  froii 
commencement  or  at  least  from  the  time  when  their  expenses  dii 
amount.    Ihid. 

One  of  the  wards  being  still  an  infant,  there  should  not  be  a  joint 
in  their  favor  though  made  with  the  consent  of  the  next  friend  of  the  ii 
Ibid. 

The  principal  on  which  interest  should  be  charged  to  guardians  in 
account  as  settled  in  Garrett,  ex'r,  &c.  r.  Carrand  ux..  1  Rob.  196,] 
been  incorporated  in  the  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  138,  sec.  10.    See 
of  Virginia,  chap.  127. 

The  form  of  a  guardian's  account  settled  upon  the  principles  of 
decision  in  Garrett, ex'r,&c.  r.  Carr  and  ux.,  1  Rob.  196,  and  in  confer 
to  the  provisions  of  Code  of  Virginia,  may  be  seen  on  next  page  ; 
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AeeounU  of  Trustees. 

Trustee  in  Trust  Deed:  As  to  disbursements,  commissions  and  interest, 
see  4  H.  and  M.  415 ;  6  Mun'f.  99,  also  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  133,  sec.  18. 
See  notes  on  executors  and  administrators  accounts. 

Commissions  of  fiduciaries. 

See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  132,  sec.  8;  also  sec.  18.  1  Wash.  246;  2, 
Call  102, 190;  IMunf.  150;  2  Munf.  243;  3  Munf.  29,  198,289;  4  Munf.^ 
83 ;  5  Munf.  224 ;  2  Rob.|582. 

As  to  when  commissions  are  forfeited  by  trustees,  see  Code  of  Virginia 
chnp.  132,  sec.  4 ;  see  also  4  H.  and  M.  415.    6  Munf.  99. 

Commissioners''  report. 

A  decree  confirming  a  commissioner's  report  may  be  reversed,  where 
under  a  general  order  of  reference  of  all  accounts,  he  states  an  account  us 
to  one  subject  only,  omitting  others  which  ought  to  have  been  settled. 
Harris  v.  Magee,  3  Call,  602. 

On  4hc  motion  of  a  defendant  to  recommit  report  of  commissioner,  the 
motion  as  far  as  it  goes  to  open  tlie  accounts  anew  is  overruled  on  account 
of  defendants  neglect  or  contumacy ;  but  he  may  show  himself  entitled  to 
credits  not  considered  by  the  commissioner,  it  appearing  from  the  evidence 
in  support  of  his  motion,  that  he  is  entitled  to  such  credits.  Snickers  v, 
Dorsey,  2  Munf.  505. 

On  bill  of  injunction  to  stay  proceedings  on  a  judgment  at  law,  if  it  appear 
from  commissioner's  report,  not  excepted  to  by  defendant,  that  the  com- 
plainant is  entitled  to  a  credit  which  the  defendant  failed  to  give,  the  court 
ought  not  to  set  aside  the  order  for  account,  and  dismiss  the  bill,  on  the 
ground  that  the  complainant  had  neglected  to  carry  into  effect  a  previous 
order,  referring,  by  consent  of  parties,  the  accounts  between  them  to  differ- 
ent commissioners ;  but  the  last  order  having  been  made  on  the  defendant's 
motion,  the  report  being  excepted  to  for  want  of  notice  to  the  complainant 
of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  the  account,  and  such  exception  appear- 
ing well  founded,  a  new  account  ought  to  be  directed  to  be  taken.  Ro- 
berts V.  Jordan,  3  Munf.  488. 

An  error  appearing  upon  the  face  of  the  commissioner's  report,  which  is 
the  basis  of  the  decree,  and  not  being  susceptible  of  being  repelled  by  ex- 
trinsic evidence,  it  will  be  corrected  in  the  appellate  court,  though  not  ex- 
cepted to  in  the  court  below.     Wilis^  etdm^r,  v.  Dunn's  adm'rj  5  Gmt,  384. 


446  ORDERS   AND    DECREES 

DECREES  RESPECTING  PARTITION   AND  BOUNDARIES. 

Decree  appointing  commissioners  to  assign  and  allot  shares, 

Src,  (a) 

(Names  of  parties.) 

Thifl  cause  came  on  this  day  to  Ije  heard,  &c.  On  considera- 
tion whereof,  the  court  doth  a^udge,  order  and  decree  that  par- 
tition be  made  of  the  several  pieces  or  parcels  of  land  in  the  bill 
mentioned  as  follows,  to  wit:  (here  describe  the  respective  shares 
to  be  assigned  each  party ;)  and  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  such 
partition,  the  court  aoth  order  that  A.  B.,  C.  D.,  E.  F.,  G.  M.  and 
R.  K.,  who  ore  hereby  appointed  commissioners  for  tiiat  purpose, 
(a)  any  three  or  more  of  whom  may  act,  do  assign  and  aUot  to  liie 
several  persons  before  named  the  respective  shares  and  propor- 
tions aforementioned  by  metes  and  bounds,  and  if,  in  their  opinion, 
such  partition  of  the  real  estate  cannot  be  made  in  kind  withont 
loss  or  injury  to  the  parties,  then  that  the  said  commissionen 
report  that  fact  to  this  cburt  and  the  reasons  upon  which  their 
opinion  is  founded  with  the  real  value  of  the  estate,  and  the  said 
commissioners  are  directed  torepor|;  their  proceeding  to  Ihe  oonrt 
and  any  other  matter'  deemed  pertinent  by  themselves  or  ^equi^ 
ed  by  the  parties. 

NOTES. 

As  to  manner  in  which  coramiaiioners  should  proceed,  see  2  Rob.  Pr.  12, 
13. 

In  case  commissioners  cannot  divide  the  land  in  kind  an  order  of  sak 
will  be  entered,  (see  terms  oforder  of  sale  pott)  and  the  court  will  distribute 
proceeds.  In  case  one  of  the  parties  apree  to  take  the  whole  land  amet- 
bly  to  the  terms  of  the  statute  found  in  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  1524,  see, 
3,  the  terms  of  the  decree  may  be  readily  adapted  to  such  case. 

Decree  confirming  commissioner's  report  [and  directing  con- 
veyances.] 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  heard  upon  the  papers  fo^ 
merly  read,  and  the  report  of  A.  B.,  C.  D.,  and  E.  r.,  three  of 
the  commissioners  appointed  by  the  decree  entered  herein  on  the 
day  of  ,  of  the  partition  of  the  land  in  proceedings 


(a)  In  the  English  practice,  in  Maryland  and  formerly  in  Virginia, 
it  was  usual  to  award  commissions  directed  to  three  or  more  porsons, 
specially  named,  any  three  or  more  of  whom  might  make  the  partitioa. 
See  Seton  on  Decrees,  184j  et  teg.  Rob.  Forms,  edUi  1826,  p.  189.  Now, 
in  Virginia,  the  entry  appomts  commissioners,  &c.;  a  commission  is  not 
usually  directed  or  issued. 
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mentioned  among  the  several  parties  entitled  thereto,  agreeably 
to  the  terms  of  the  said  decree,  and  was  argued  by  counsel.  On 
consideration  whereof,  it  appearing  to  the  court,  that  in  the  par- 
tition made  by  the  said  commissioners,  lot  No.  1  embracing,  %Q.t 
(here  describe  it,)  fell  to  the  share  of  plaintiff,  R.  M.,  lot  Wo,  2, 
embracing,  &c.,  (here  describe  it,)  fell  to  the  share  of  the  defend- 
ant, C.  MT,  and  lot  No.  3,  embracing,  &c.,  (here  describe  it,)  fell 
to'tiie  share  of  the  defendant,  L.  B.,  it  is  adjudged,  ordered  and 
decreed  that  the  said  report  of  the  said  commissioners  bo  con- 
firmed, and  that  the  partition  in  manner  and  form  aforesaid  made, 
be  held  firm  and  stable.  [And  it  is  ftirther  ordered  that  mutual 
conveyances  be  executed  by  the  parties  to  each  other,  of  the  se- 
seTeral  lots  hereinbefore  mentioned  assigned  and  allotted  to  each 
of  them  as  aforementioned.]  (a)  And  the  court  doth  further  ad- 
judge, order  and  decree  that  the  plaintiff  R.  M.  do  pay  uuto  the 
defendant  C.  M.  the  sum  of  thirty-five  dollars,  and  unto  the  de- 
fendant L.  B.  the  sum  of  forty-two  dollars,  these  sums  being  re- 
spectively due  from  the  said  plaintiff  to  the  said  0.  M.  and  L.  B. 
as  owelty  of  partition  on  the  division  aforementioned.  And  it 
is  ordered  that  the  costs  of  this  suit  be  proportionablv  borne  by 
the  parties  thereto,  [and  that  the  parties  to  tnis  suit,  plaintiff  ancl 
defendants,  do  pay  to  A.  B.,  CD.  and  E,  F.,  the  commissioners 

aforesaid,  each,  the  sum  of dollars,  for  their  services  in 

making  the  partition  aforementioned.]  (b) 

(*)  Decree  directing  commissioners  to  allot  and  apportion  shares. 

W.  J.  F.  plaintiff  against  P.  B.  J.,  administrator  de  bonis  non 
of  S.  F.  deceased,  J.  F.,  S.  F.,  M.  F.  F.,  and  A.  E.  F.,  infants 
under  the  age  of  twenty-one  years  by  P.  R.  their  guardian  ad 
litem,  assigned  to  defend  them  in  this  suit,  defendants. 

This  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  heard  upon  the  original  and 
amended  bills,  taken  for  confessed  as  to  the  adult  defendants,  the 


{a)  By  a  partition  made  at  law  the  legal  estate  is  vested  by  the  partilion. 
But  by' a  partition  in  equity,  the  equitable  right  only  isveetea;  and  to 
complete  the  partition,  mutual  conveyances  must  be  executed  by  the  par- 
ties. Whaley  v.  Dawson,  2  Sch.  and  Lefr.  372.  Miller  v.  Wortnington,  1 
J.  and  VV.  493,  and  judgment  of  Lord  Hardwicke  in  Tuekfield  v.  Buller. 
It  is  better  to  direct  the  conveyances  by  the  parties  themselves  if  there  be 
BO  legal  impediment  in  the  way.  If  parties  be  under  some  legal  disability, 
and  may  not,  therefore,  execute  proper  conveyances,  then  a  commissioner 
should  be  appointed  to  execute  the  same.  The  4th  sec.  chap.  178  of  the 
Code  of  Virgmia  gives  to  the  courts  of  eauity  in  Virginia  full  power  to  ap- 
point a  commieisioner  to  execute  any  deed  or  writing,  and  declares  that  the 
execution  of  such  deed  or  writing  by  a  commiss^ioner  so  nnfiointed  "shall 
be  SB  valid  to  pass,  release  or  extinguish  the  right,  title  ana  interest  of  the 
party  on  whose  behalf  it  is  executed,  as  if  such  party  had  been  at  the  time 
capable  in  law  of  executing  the  same  and  had  executed  it." 

{b)  Commissioners  appointed  to  divide  lands  under  a  decree  of  the  court, 
allowed  each  five  dollars  per  day.  {Ch,  Taylor."]  Cabell \.  Cabell,  et  als. 
4  Hen.  &  Munf.  436. 
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answer  of  the  infant  defendants  by  P.  K.,  their  guardian  ad  lit^, 
with  replication  thereto  and  was  argued  by  the  counsel  for  the 
plaintiff:  On  consideration  whereof,  the  court  doth  order  that  B. 
P.,  S.  B.  L.,  T.  J.  W.,  W.  D.  J.  and  J.  W.  F.,  who  are  hereby 
appointed  commissioners  for  the  purpose,  any  three  of  whom  may 
act,  haying  been  first  duly  sworn,  do  proceed  to  lay  off  and  divide 
the  real  estate,  of  which  S.  F.  died  seized  and  possessed,  consist- 
ing of tracts  of  land  in  the  county  of ,  one  near 

in  the  county  of ,  containing  about acres, 

adjoining  the  lands  of  S.  B,  S,,  J,  W.  F,  and  others,  and  the  other 

near in  the  said  county,  containing  about acres, 

and  adjoining  the  lands  of  N.  H,  and  others,  into  five  equal 
parts,  haying  regard  to  quality  and  quantity,  and  assign  one 
of  five  said  parts  to  each  of  the  children  of  the  said  S.  F.  de- 
ceased, namely :  to  W,  J.  E.  one  fifth  part,  to  J.  F.  one  fifth  part, 
to  S.  F.  one  fifth  part,  to  M.  F.  F.  one  fifth  part,  and  to  A.  E.  F. 
one  fifth  part,  liut  if  the  said  commissioners  should  find  it  im- 
practicable to  divide  the  said  land  among  the  aforesaid  parties,  or 
should  be  of  opinion  that  the  interest  of  the  said  parties  would 
be  more  promoted  by  a  sale  of  the'  sam'e,  in  such  case  they  are 
required  to  report  the  facts  upon  which  their  opinion  is  based,  to 
the  court,  and  also  what  in  their  opinion,  is  the  fee  simple  value 
of  the  whole  of  the  real  estate  of  wnich  S.  F.  died  seized  and  pos- 
sessed :  and  in  cither  case  they  are  required  to  report  their  pro- 
ceedings under  this  order  to  tlie  court. 

(*)  Commissiouer.i  having  reported  land  indiciaihlt  in  kind,  report 

confirmed  and  sale  ordered. 

W.  J.  F.  plaintiff  against  P.  B.  J,,  administrator  de  bonis  nou 
of  S.  F.  deceased,  J.  F,,  S.  F.,  M.  F.  F.,  and  A.  E.  F.,  infants  un- 
der the  age  of  twenty-one  years  by  P.  R.  their  guardian  ad  litem, 
assigned  to  defend  them  in  this  suit,  defendants. 

This  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  again  heard  upon  the  paperj^ 
formerly  r*ad  and  upon  the  report  of  b.  B.  L.,  W.  D.  J.  and  J.  W. 

F.,  three  of  the  commissioners  under  the  decree  of  the  

day  of eighteen  hundred  and ,  to  which  report 

there  is  no  exception  and  was  argued  by  the  counsel  for  the  plain- 
tiff: On  consideration  whereof,  the  court  doth  approve  and  con- 
firm the  said  report,  and  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree  that  the 

Sheriff  of county,  or  one  of  his  deputies,  do  proceed  after 

haying  advertised  the  time,  place  and  terms  of  sale  in  one  or  more 

of  the  newspapers  published  in  the ,  once  a  week  for 

twenty  days,  and  also  posted  notice  tliereof  at  the  door  of  the 

courthouse  of county,  on  some  court  day  previous  to  the  day 

of  sale,  to  sell  the  real  estate  in  the  bill  and  proceedings  mention- 
ed, of  which  S.  F.  died  seized  and    possessed,  consisting  of  a 

tract  of  land  of  about  acres,  near ,  one  other  tract  of 

about acres,  near in  the  county  of ,  at  public  auc- 
tion, in  front  of  th^  door  of  the  courthouse  of  the  county  of 
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on  some  court  day,  upon  the  following  terms,  to  wit :  one  third 
cash,  one  third  on  a  credit  of  twelve  months,  and  the  residue  on 
a  credit  of  two  years  from  the  day  of  sale,  the  credit  instalments 
to  bear  interest  from  the  day  of  sale ;  taking  from  the  purchaser 
bonds  with  good  personal  security  for  the  deferred  payments,  and 
the  title  to  be  retained  until  the  further  order  of  the  court.  And 
the  said  Sheriff,  or  such  deputy  as  may  act  under  this  decree,  ifi 
required  to  report  his  proceedings  under  the  same  to  the  court. 

PRACTICAL  NOTES  ON  DECREES  FOR  PARTITION,  &c. 

As  to  partition  of  lands,  of  slaves  or  other  chattels,  see  Code  of  Virginia, 
chap.  124,  sec.  1-6. 

Partition. 

If  suit  for  a  partition  be  instituted  in  th«  County  or  Corporation  Court, 
and  a  sale  of  the  real  estate  or  part  thereof  be  proper,  and  the  dividend  of 
any  party  in  the  opinion  of  the  court  exceed  the  value  of  three  hundred 
dollars,  the  case,  before  any  decree  for  sale  therein,  should  be  removed  to 
the  Circuit  Court  of  the  County  or  Corporation.  See  sec.  2  of  chap.  124 
Code  of  Virginia. 

The  only  indispensable  requisite  entitling  the  plaintif)'  to  relief  in  equity 
on  bill  for  partition,  is,  that  he  should  shew  a  clear  legal  title.  VVbeaever 
this  is  shewn,  the  claim  to  partition  is  matter  of  right  and  not  of  discretioni 
Wiseley  v.  Findlay  and  others,  3  Rand.  3G1 ;  Castleman,  &.c.  r.  Veitch,  &c., 
3  Rand.  598;  Stuart's  heirs  v.^Coalter,  4  Rand.  74. 

Where  the  legal  title  was  disputed  or  doubtful,  it  was  the  practice,  be- 
fore the  statute  in  Code  of  Virginia,  above  cited,  for  the  court  of  equity 
either  to  dismiss  the  bill,  as  unfit  for  its  jurisdiction,  or  retaining  the  bill  to 
refuse  relief  until  the  plaintifT'^stablished  his  title  at  law,  by  ejectment  or 
other  legal  remedy;  (see  II  Rob.  Pr.  II,  and  cases  cited;  Strau^han  v. 
Wright,  4  Rand.  493;  Stuart's  heirs  v.  Coalter,  4  Rand.  7  4.  See  also 
Lange  v,  Jones,  5  Leigh,  192  ;)  but  it  seems  that  under  the  present  statute 
the  courts  of  equity  in  Virginia  may  in  the  exercise  of  its  jurisdiction  over 
cases  of  partition,  "  take  cognizance  of  all  questions  of  law  aiiecting  the 
legal  title,  that  may  arise  in  any  proceeding."  Code  of  Virginiat  chap.  124, 
see.  1,  In  cases  of  this  kind,  where  the  legal  title  is  disputed  as  doubtful, 
courts  of  equity  willprobably  under  this  statute,  as  in  other  cases  where 
there  is  much  doubt  or  difficulty  concerning  facts,  direct  an  issue  to  be 
tried  either  at  its  own  bar,  or  by  another  court.  See  note  of  revisers  of 
Code  to  4  sec,  chap  124,  in  their  report,  p.  G4 ;  also  10  Grat.  .145. 

As  to  issues  see  preceding  volume,  sections  241,325-332. 

[Bill  in  equity  for  partition  of  land  held  jointly  by  insolvent  debtor  and 
another,  Ruffners  v,  Lewis's  ex'ors,  et  als;,  7  Leigh  720.  A  tenant  by  the 
curtesy  of  lands  purchases  the  reversionary  interests  of  one  of  these  heirSj 
another  interest  is  held  by  infants ;  held  that  a  court  of  equity  will  decree 
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partition  of  tht  laud  at  the  luit  of  the  tenant  by  curtesy,  (1845*)  Oiley 
T.  McMpinc*9  Aeirt,  3  Grattao,  340.] 

Two  tenftntfl  in  common,  of  full  a|^e  and  laboring  under  no  disabUty 
make  partition  of  a  tract  of  land,  by  deed,  according  to  an  old  surrey. 
The  paitiefl  enter  into  posaeBsion  of  the  parts  respectiTely,  no  fraud  or 
misrepresentation  averred— A«/d,  that  such  division,  however  unequal,  is 
binding  on  them  and  their  aesigns.  Jonet^t  deviseet  v.  Carter,  4  H.  and 
M.  184. 

A  sale  of  a  part  of  a  tract  of  land  having  been  made  under  a  misconcep- 
tion of  the  rights  of  the  parties,  and  the  purchaser,  with  other  plaintiffs, 
apldyiDg  to  a  court  of  equity  for  a  partition  of  the  land,  (saying  nothing  of 
the  part  soldP  among  themselves  and  the  vefldors  and  others,  to  which  par- 
tition they  appeared  entitled ;  and  the  vendors,  by  their  answer,  expressisg 
a  wish,  that  if  partition  should  be  decreed,  the  sale  should  be  set  aside ; 
the  coart  rescinded  the  sale,  and  directed  a  partition  of  the  whole  tract. 
MfiClitUic,  ifC.  v.  Mauiu,  4  Munf.  328. 

A  partitionf  which  has  long  been  acquiesced  in,  and  acted  upon  by  the 
partks  generally,  onght  not,  on  the  ground  of  irregularity  only,  to  be  dis- 
tuibed,  even  by  a  party  who  never  acquiesced;  but  it  may,  if  unjust  or 
Ubsd.    Carter* i  ex'or  v.  Carter  et  aU^  5  Munf.  108. 

Under  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  one  of  the  persons  entitled  to  par- 
tition, having  been  in  possession  and  enjoyment  of  the  whole  land  for  many 
years,  through  want  of  knowledge  of  the  title  of  the  other  parties,  to  whom 
he  made  their  title  known  immediately  after  it  was  discovered  by  himself; 
npott  a  bill  filed  by  them  for  partition,  it  was  considered  equit<ible  that  be 
should  account  for  their  proportion  of  the  rents  received  by  him,  deductiog 
bis  disbnrsements  for  securing  the  title ;  that  all  the  leases,  and  agree- 
ments for  lease,  he  had  made  of  the  land,  ibhould  be  acquiesced  in  by  the 
plaitttiffs;  and  that,  for  a  part  which  ho  had  sold,  he  should  pay  the  price 
received,  with  interest  from  the  time  of  the  sale ;  the  time  when  he  received 
it  not  appearing  to  be  different  from  that  of  the  sole.    Ibid, 

Interest,  also,  would  have  been  allowed  (he  other  partners  on  their  pro- 
portions of  the  rents  received  by  him  from  the  time  of  filing  their  bill ;  but, 
by  their  consent,  it  was  allowed  from  the  beginning  of  the  next  year  after 
tbe  last  receipt.    Ibid, 

Boundaries, 

As  to  origin  of  jurisdiction  exercised  by  courts  of  equity  in  England  over 
Ibt  settlement  of  boundaries,  see  II  Rob.  Pr.  163,  4;  aUo  2  Merir.  416, 
Qlynn  V.  Scawen,  Finch's  R^p.  239  ;  and  as  to  whether  these  courts  have 
^riidietipii  over  such  cases  jper  m,  see  Wake  r.  Conyers,  2  Cox*s  Ch.  Ca. 
W ;  Wiuing  «.  Hotharo,  I  Brown's  Cb.  Bep.  40 ;  Atkins  p,  Hatton ,  2  Anst. 
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386.  The  weighl  of  authority  seoms  to  bo  agaiust  the  exercise  of  such 
jurisdiction  by  the  English  courts.  **In  Virginia,"  says  Mr.  Robinson  io, 
his  Practice,  "the  Court  of  Appeals  have  often  recognized  the  general  rule 
that  equity  does  not  interfere  in  questions  involving  the  title  to  real  pro* 
perty."  The  jurisdiction  respecting  the  boundaries  of  land,  it  has  been 
declared,  must  be  restricted  to  those  cases  in  which  some  equity  is  raised 
by  the  acts  of  the  parties ;  and  this  equity  must  be  an  equity  of  the  plain- 
tiff against  the  adversary  claimants  of  the  ease.  He  cannot  give  the  court 
jurisdiction  by  setting  forth  in  his  bill  an  equity  against  other  persons.  II 
Rob.  Pr.  164,  5.    See  Stuarfs  heir»  v.  Coalter,  4  Rand.  74. 

DECREE   FOR   FO^CLOSURE  OF   MORTGAQES,   &C. 

Decree  for  foreclosure  of  mortgage  and  sale  of  property. 

(Names  of  parties.) 
.  This  cause  came  on,  &c  On  consideration  whereof,  the  court 
doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  unless  the  defendant  do, 
within  six  months  from  the  date  hereof,  pay  to  the  plaintiff  the 
sum  of  $300,  with  interest  thereon,  to  be  computed  at  the  rate  of 
six  jper  centum  pelr  annum,  from  the  first  day  of  February,  1818, 
untu  payment,  the  said  defendant,  his  heirs,  and  all  persons 
claiming  under  him,  be  from  thenceforth  forever  barred  and  fore- 
closed, of  and  from  all  equity  of  redemption  in  the  lot  No.  734, 
in  the  city  of  Richmond  j  and  in  case  or  default  in  the  payment 
of  the  sum  of  money  and  the  interest  aforesaid,  that  A.  B.,  who 
is  hereby  appointed  a  special  commissioner  for  that  purpose  do, 
after  having  advertised  the  time  and  place  of  sale  for  three  week* 
successively,  in  one  of  the  newspapers  printed  in  said  city,  ex- 
pose to  sale  on  the  premises,  at  public  auction,  to  the  highest 
bidder,  the  said  lot  of  land,  on  the  following  terms,  to  wit :  (hero 
set  forth  terms,)  (a)  and  out  of  the  proceeds  of  sale,  after  defray- 
ing the  expenses  attending  the  some,  do  depo&it.  i^e  residue  of 
the  cash  instalment  of  said  purchase  money  aforesaid,  in  one  of 

the  banks  in  the  city  of  -; ,  and  file  among  the  papers  of  this 

cause  a  certificate  of  such  deposit,  [and  return  with  his  report 
of  his  proceedings  under  this  aecree,  the  bonds  giveQ  for  oirediit 
instalments  of  said  purchase  money.]  But  the  said  A.  B.  is  not 
to  proceed  to  act  under  this  decree  as  such  commissioner  until 
lie  shall  have  entered  into  bond  with  sufficient  seciirity  in  the 
clerk's  office  of  this  court,  payable  to  the  comihonwealth  of  Virr 
ginia,  conditioned,  for  the  faithful  discharge  by  him  of  his  duties 
as  such  commissioner,  (b)  And  the  said  cominissioner  is  directed 
to  report  his  proceedings  under  this  decree  to  the  court. 


{a)  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  178,  sec.  1. 

fb)  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  178,  sec.  1.  It  \*'ill  be  noticed  that  the 
condition  of  the  bond  is  not  totiaetn  t>erK«  prescribed  by  this  chapter.  See 
Code  of  Virginia,  chapter  13,  sec.  8,  for  condition  of  bomd,  d&c 
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NOTES. 

The  practice  in  Virginia  differs  from  the  English  practico.  In  Virginia 
(and  in  roost  of  the  othar  States  of  the  Union,  4  Kent.  Com.  174)  the  court 
decrees  a  sale  of  the  mortgaged  premises.  In  England,  the  decre*  ia,  that 
the  mortgagor  be  forever  barred  aud  foreclosed  of  his  equity  of  redemption 
and  that  the  mortgagor  hare  the  absolute  right  of  property.  See  Seton's 
Forms  139  ei  seq» 

In  some  cases,  however,  the  courts  of  England  have  not  adhered  to  the 
practice  of  simple  foreclosure.  Judge  Lomax  lias  classified  these  excep- 
tions in  the  second  volume  of  his  Digest  of  the  Laws  of  Real  Property,  p. 
40lei9eq, 

Commissioners  appointed  by  foregoing  order  r^ort  saie: 
sale  confirmed  and  decree  for  conveyance, 

games  of  parties.) 
is  cause  came  on  this  day  to  be  further  heard  upon  the  pa- 
pers formerly  read,  and  the  report  of  the  sale  made  by  the  com- 
missioners pursuant  to  the  decretal  order  of  the  17th  day  of  Jan- 
uary last,  to  which  there  is  no  ei;ception,  and  was  ar^ed  by 
counsel.  On  consideration  whereof  tlie  court  approving  and 
confirming  the  said  report,  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that 
upon  the  payment  by  J.  B.,  gun'r,  of  his  two  bonds  in  the  report 
mentioned,  as  executed  by  ham,  for  the  purchase  of  the  land  and 
premises  directed  to  be  sold  by  said  decretal  order,  the  said  com- 
missioners do  convey  to  the  said  J.  B.,  jun'r,  with  special  war- 
ranty, the  said  lands : 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  that  when  the  said  conunissioner 
shall  have  received  payment  of  tlie  bonds,  for  $1,587  73,  men- 
tioned in  the  said  report,  he  shall  forthwith  deposit  the  same  in 
the  Farmers'  Bank  of  Virginia,  to  the  credit  ot-the  court  in  this 
cause  and  file  amon^  the  papers  of  this  court  a  certificate  of  such 
deposit.    But  tho  said  A.  B.,  commi'r,  <tc.,  (sec  p.  451,  en 


ante.) 


NOTES. 


When  the  coiiiiiiissioners  have  made  a  report  of  sale,  the  same  wiil  be  con- 
firmed if  there  be  no  objection,  and  if  it  appear  that  the  purchase  money 
has  been  paid,  the  same  order  may  direct  a  conveyance  to  the  purchaser. 
1  Rob.  Pr.  387.  It  has  been  questioned  whether  a  deed  to  the  purchaser  at 
a  sale  directed  by  a  decree  conveys  any  title  without  a  decree  confirming 
the  sale :  Lovell  v,  Arnold,  2  Munf.  167,  and  whether  it  be  regular  in  a  de- 
cree of  foreclosure,  directing^  sale  of  mortgn^^cd  land,  further  to  direct  the 
proceeds  to  be  paid  over  the  plaintifl^befure  the  sale  has  been  confirmed  by 
the  court.  Anderson  c.  Davies,  6  Munf.  484.  A  more  important  question  in 
relation  to  such  sales  is  this — at  what  time  the  purchaser  oecomes  tlie  owner 
of  the  property  sold,  and  suffers  any  losses  (by  fire  or  otherwise)  which  the 
property  may  sustain.  Sir  Edward  Burden  lays  it  down  as  law  that  in  sales 


der  not  being  considered  as  the  purchaser  until  the  report  is  confirmed  is  not 
liable  to  any  loss  bv  fire  or  otnerwise  which  mav  happen  to  the  estate  in 
the  interim ;  nor  is  he  until  the  confirmation  of  tne  report  compellable  to 
complete  his  purchase;  but  upon  the  report  being  confirmed  he  will  be 
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compelled  to  carry  the  contract  into  execution.  1  Sugden  on  Vendors,  4. 
The  Virginia  practice  seems  to  accord  with  the  doctrines  announced  by  Sir 
£dward  Sugaen.  See  1  Lom.  Vis,  R.  P.  406 ;  also  Hey  wood  v  Covington, 
4  Leigh,  373,  in  which  Tucker  P.  held  a  purchaser  absolved  from  bis  pur- 
chase, provided  there  was  no  fault  in  him  ;  in  a  case  where  a  sale,  made 
of  a  mill  and  mill  seat,  and  after  the  sale  and  before  the  confirmation  of  re- 
port, the  mill  and  mill-dam  were  materially  injured  by  freshets.  See  also 
Taylor  v  Cooper,  10  Leigh  317.  After  report  confirmed,  purchaser  is  con- 
sidered owner  from  the  date  of  sale.    Ibid. 

If  when  the  sale  has  been  made  and  the. report  confirmed,  the  purchaser 
fail  to  complete  his  purchase  by  paying  the  purchase  money,  an  order  may 
be  entered  directing  the  purchaser  to  make  such  payment  by  a  speeified 
time,  or  show  cause  why  an  attachment  should  not  issue  against  liim.  2 
John.  Ch.  Rep.  695.  See  p.  158-9,  ante,  and  process  of  contempt.  (See 
Brasher*s  ex^rs  o.  Cortlant,  2  John.  Ch.  Rep.  505.  Gordon  v,  Sims, 
2  McCords  Ch.  Rep.  152, 162, 165.)  See  also  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  178, 
sec.  2. 

When  a  sale  and  convej'ance  are  made  under  a  decree  foreclosing  a  mort- 
gage, the  court  of  chancery  is  not  functus  officio  until  the  decree  is  execu- 
ted by  the  delivery  of  possession.  Green  J.  in  Newman  v.  Chapman,  2 
Rand.  93.  If  jt  appear  that  a  person  not  a  party  to  the  suit  is  in  posses- 
sion of  the  property,  and  refuses  to  give  it  up,  the  usual  course  of  the  court 
(says  Chancellor  raylor)  is  to  make  a  rule  upon  such  person,  and  unless 
he  show  a  paramount  right  in  himself  to  order  the  property  to  be  delivered 
up  ;  and  enforce  such  order  by  attachment  if  necessary.  Commonwealth 
«.Rag8dale,2H.  &M.8. 

The  crops  which  are  growing  upon  the  mortgaged  land  at  the  time 
of  the  sale  under  the  decree  of  foreclosure  pass  with  the  land  to  the 
purchaser  thereof.  Crew  v.  Pendleton,  &c.  1  Leigh  297.  And  it  is  the  dut^ 
of  the  court  in  which  the  decree  is  made  to  protect  the  purchaser  if  he  is 
disturbed  in  his  possession  of  the  crops  by  the  general  creditors  of  the 
mortgagor,  before  a  legal  title  has  been  made  to  nim  by  the  officer  of  the 
court.    Ibid, 

When  sales  of  lands  under  decrees  will  not  be  set  aside.  Fairfax  v. 
Muse's  ex'rs.  4  Manf.  124  ;  Forde  o.  Heron,  Ibid,  316. 

Oases  in  which  sales  of  lands  under  decrees  have  been  set  aside.  Quarles 
V,  Lacy,  4  Blunf.251.  Wood's  ex'r  and  Miller  v.  Hudson,  5  Munf.  423;  be- 
cause terms  of  decree  were  not  followed  by  the  marshal.  Tennant's  heirs 
«.  Fattens,  6  Leigh  196. 

See  Code  of  Virginia, chapter  178,  sec.  3,  as  to  commissions  of  commis- 
sioners. • 

See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  178,  sec.  8,  as  to  effect  on  purchaser's  title  of 
setting  aside  order  of  sale  wnen  executed  six  months  af\er  its  entry. 

Decree  for  payment  to  plaintiff  of  proceeds  of  sale  in  saU 
isfaction  of  his  debit  o>nd  directing  the  defendant  to  check 
for  the  residue. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  cause  came  on,  &c.  On  consideration  whereof,  it  appear- 
ing to  the  court  by  the  certificate  of  deposit  filed  by  A.  B.,  (the 
special  commissioner  appointed  to  sell  the  mortgaged  property 
in  the  proceedings  mentioned)  among  the  papers  in  Uiis  suit, 
that  there  is  on  deposit  in  the  Farmers*  Bank  of  Virginia,  to 

88* 
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the  credit  of  this  suit,  the  sum  of dollars,  the  pro- 
ceeds of  said  mortgaged  property  ;  and  it  further  appearing  that 

the  plaintiff  is  entitled  to  the  sum  of dollars,  that 

being  the  amount  of  the  debt  secured  by  his  mortgage  with 
interest  thereon,  and  of  the  costs  by  him  about  liis  suit  in 
this  behalf  expended,  the  court  doth  adjudge,  order  and  de- 
cree that  the  said  plaintiff  (or  his  counsel  N.O.,)  do  check  on  an  at- 
tested copy  of  this  decree  on  the  said  bank  for  the  said  sum  of 

dollars.  And  it  is  further  ordered  that  the  defendant  do  check 
on  the  said  bank  on  an  attested  copy  of  this  decree  for  the  sum 

of dollars,  being  the  balance  standing  in  tlie  said  bank  to 

the  credit  of  the  court  in  this  cause  after  the  said  plaintiff  has 
.  checked  as  aforesaid.     [And  leave  is  given  the  parties  or  either 
of  them  to  procure  attested  copies  of  this  decree  from  the  clerk, 
forthwith,] 

Decree  for  account  under  bill  for  equity  of  redemption, 
where  mortgagee  is  in  possession. 

games  of  parties .) 
is  cause  came  on,  &c.  On  consideration  whereof,  the  court 
doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree  that  it  be  referred  to  one  of  the 
commissioners  of  this  court  to  take  an  account  of  what  is  due 
the  defendant,  Robinson^  for  principal  and  interest  on  the  mort- 
gage in  the  bill  mentioned,  after  deducting  whatever  amount  of 
the  rents  and  profits  of  the  said  mortgaged  premises,  the  said  de- 
fendant, Robinson,  may  have  received,  or  which  may  have  come 
to  the  hands  of  any  other  person  or  persons  by  his  order  or  for 
his  use,  or  which  he  withoulihis  wilful  default  might  have  received. 
And  the  said  commissioner  is  directed  to  examine,  state  and  set- 
tle the  said  account  and  report  the  same  to  the  court  with  any 
matter  specially  stated  deemed  pertinent  by  himself  or  required 
by  any  of  the  parties  to  be  so  stated. 

NOTES 

See  notes  on  accounli  p.  437,  atUe,  In  the  settlouient  of  account  directed 
by  this  decree  of  course,  the  commissioner  will  adopt  that  between  debt- 
or and  creditor.    See  p.  — ,  ante* 

See  Practical  Notes  on  bills,  &c.,  p.  — .  ante. 

Decree^  on  return  of  commissioner's  report  requiring  plain- 
tiff to  pay  amount  found  due,  and  in  default,  a  sale  of 
mortgaged  premises  directed,  Sfc. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  cause  coming  on  this  day  to  be  heard  upon  the  papers 

formerly /ead  and  the  report  of  commissioner  und^r  the 

decree  entered  herein  on  the day  of ,  to  which  report 
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there  was  no  exception,  was  argued  by  counsel.  On  consideration 
whereof,  the  coiirt  dotli  adjudge,  order  and  decree  that  the  plain- 
tiff, J.  B.,  do  pay  unto  the  defendant,  Robinson,  within  six  months 

after  the  date  of  this  decree,  the  sum  of  § ,  with  interest, 

&c.,  that  being  the  balance  found  due  from  the  said  plaintiff  to 
the  defendant,  Robinson,  on  the  report  of  the.  said  commissioner, 
[and  the  costs  of  the  defendant  expended  iti  liis  defence  in  this 
suit,]  and  that  upon  the  payment  of  the  said  principal,  interest 
[and  costs]  (a)  to  the  said  Robinson,  that  the  said  defendant  do 
re-surrender  the  mortgaged  premises  in  the  bill  mentioned  unto 
the  said  plaintiff,  J.  B.,  or  unto  such  person  or  persons  as  he  shall 
direct,  free  and  clear  of  all  incumbrances,  done  by  him  or  any 
person  claiming  by,  through  or  under  him.  [But  in  default  of  the 
said  plaintiff  paying  unto  the  defendant,  Robinson,  the  said  prin- 
cipal, interest  and  costs  as  aforesaid,  it  is  ordered  that  the  said 
plaintiff  be  foreclosed  of  all  equity  of  redemption  in  the  said  land 
and  the  court  doth  further  adjudge,  order  and  decree  that  in  case 
of  such  default  in  the  payment  of  said  principal,  interest  and 
costs  then  that  A.  B.,  who  is  hereby  appointed  a  commissioner 
for  the  purpose,  do  expose  to  sale  at  public  auction,  to  the  high- 
est bidder,  on  the  premises,  the  land  mortgaged  by  the  plaintiff, 
as  in  his  bill  mentioned,  on  the  following  terms,  to  wit :  (here 
prescribe  terms,  &c.)  (6)  and  the  said  commissioner  is  directed  to  re- 
port his  proceedings  under  this  decree  to  this  court.  But  the 
Maid  A.  B.  is  not  authorised  to  execute  this  decree  until  he  shall, 
ScQ.,  (folloAv  form  oii  p.  451,  antCy  to  conclusion.) 

NOTES. 

The  foregoing  form  has  been  drawn  in  conformity  with  the  decision  in 
Turner  v.  Turner,  3  Munf.  66. 

See  notes  to  decrees  on  foreclosure,  &c.,  on  p.  452,  a/ite,  as  to  sales  by 
commissioners  and  purchaser's  rights  and  liabilities,  commissions  of  com- 
missioners, &c. 


PRACTICAL  NOTES  ON  DECREES  FOR  FORECLOSURE,  &c. 

See  2,  3,  title  Decrees  ou  p.  2G2,  ante ;  also  24,  25,  26,  title  Dea-eeSjj}, 
265,  ante :  also  2  and  47  title  Parties. 

If  a. mortgagee  in  consequence  of  assurances  that  he  shall  receive  his 
money  from  another  quarter,  permit  the  mortgagor  to  sell  the  premises,  the 


(a)  It  can  not  be  questioned  that  in  a  case  in  which  the  defendant  mort- 
gagee has  been  guilty  of  no  wrong,  he  should  have  costs.  See  Turner 
V.  Turner,  3  Munf.  66. 

{b)  See  notes  on  p.  452,  and  conclusion  of  form,  p.  4ol,  ante. 
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purchaser  will  be  protected ;  notw  ithstandingr  the  fuud  from  which  the 
mortgagee  expected  payment  proves  delueive.  Taylor  v.  ColCt  A  Munf. 
351. 

C.  takes  a  mortgage  from  A.  to  secure  just  debts,  and  is  infonned  imn:e- 
diately  bef  ire  the  mortgage  is  executed,  that  A.  has  mortgaged  the  same 
subject  to  B.  to  secure  a  debt  due  him,  but  that  the  debt  to  B.  is  usurioas, 
which  mortgage  to  B.  is  not  duly  recorded :  UeM^  that  C,  and  all  claiming 
under  the  mortgage  to  him,  are  purchasers  with  notice  of  the  prior  unre- 
corded mortgage  to  B.,  and  that  the  contemporary  information  that  the 
prior  mortgage  was  usurious,  does  not  affect  the  question  of  notice  of  the 
prior  mortgage.    Beverly  r.  Brooke  et  al.,  2  Leigh,  426. 

Where  a  foreclosure  is  decreed,  tlie  court  is  to  exercise  a  sound  discretion 
in  relation  to  the  period  of  redemption,  and  fix  it  according  tq  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  The  usual  time  is  six  months,  but  less  may  be  all- 
owed.    Harkins  v.  Forsyth  etaU.,  11  Leigh,  294. 

A  final  decree  of  foreclosure  in  favor  of  the  assignee  of  a  mortgage  ought 
fu  put  to  rest  any  controversy  between  the  parties  thereto,  on  the  ground 
of  any  supposed  defect  in  the  deed  of  assignment.  Chapman  r.  ArmitUad, 
4  Munf.  382.    (An  action  ot  law.) 

Jf  a  purchaser  of  land  subject  to  incumbrance  by  mortgage,  apply  to 
equity  for  relief  against  a  judgment  in  ejectment,  the  decree  ought  not  to 
be  ^  that  the  injunction  be  dissolved,  unless  the  complainant  pay  the  sum  to 
the  mortgagee,"  but  that  the  mortgaged  premises  be  sold,  unless,  &c.,  and 
that  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale,  the  sum  due  be  paid  to  the  mortgagee, 
and  the  surplus,  if  any,  to  the  complainant.  Davison  r.  WaiU,  2  Manf. 
527. 

Slaves  may  be  redeemed,  notwithstanding  the  mortgagee  has  been  iu  pos- 
session more  than  five  years  ;  the  general  rule  being,  that  redemption  will 
be  allowed  within  twenty  years ;  but  that  period  is  uot  absolutely  limited; 
for  redemption  is  sometimes  allowed  upon  equitable  circumstances,  after 
a  much  longer  time ;  because  the  trust  existing  between  the  parties,  pre- 
vents the  act  of  limitations  from  applying ;  and  a  creditor  can  never  be  is- 
jured  if  he  get  his  principal  and  interest ;  a  debtor  may,  if  deprived  of  hi5 
estate  at,  perhaps,  half  its  value.    Jioss  v.  N^rveflf  1  Wash.  14. 

Equity  of  redemption. 

A  deed  i^  made  whereby,  after  reciting  that  F.  the  grantor  bath  sold  to 
H.  the  grantee,  for  the  sum  of  $200,  real  and  personal  estate,  it  is  wit- 
nessed that  the  grantor  in  consideration  of  that  sum,  conveys  the  same  to 
the  grantee,  the  deed  concludes  **  it  is  agreed  and  fairly  understood  by  and 
between  the  said  F.  and  H.  that  in  case  the  said  H.,  or  his  heirs  or  assigns, 
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shall  not  be  able  to  make  the  aforesaid  $200,  out  of  the  estate  hcreiDbefore 
conveyed,  that  then  the  said  F.  shall  refund  the  same  to  the  said  H.,  or  his 
heirs,  or  assigns,  with  lawful  interest  thereon,  from  this  date  till  paid,  or 
such  part  of  the  said  $200,  as  the  said  PI.  shall  not  be  able  to  realize  as 
aforesaid-"  Under  the  authority  of  this  deed  the  grantee  sells  and  conveys, 
and  bis  grantee  sells  and  conveys.  Ten  years  after  the  date  of  the  first  deed, 
the  grantor  in  that  deed  files  a  bill  in  equity  to  redeem  the  estate  conveyed, 
on  paying  whatever  may  be  due  of  the  $200,  with  interest.  Tlie  bill  can- 
not be  maintained.  Allen  Ji  dissenting.  '  Floyd  y.  Harrison,  Sfc,  2  Rob. 
161. 

On  a  mortgagor's  bill  for  an  account  of  profits  and  a  conveyance  of  the 
mortgaged  premises ;  if  he  still  be  indebted  on  the  mortgage,  his  equity  of 
redemption  ought  to  be  allowed  him  ;  but  the  costs  of  the  suit  should  be 
decreed  against  him.     Turner  v.  Turner,Z  Munf.  66. 

I.  M.  having  the  equitable  title  to  a  tract  of  land,  sold  it  to  I.  P.,  and  re- 
ceived of  him  part  of  the  price;  but  finding  some  difficulty  in  getting  the 
balance,  he  made  another  sale,  of  the  jsame  land  to  I.  H.,  upon  condition 
that  he  would  advance  the  balance  and  give  I.  P.  six  months  to  pay  it  to 
hira,  in  which  event  I.  P.  was  still  to  have  the  land ;  otherwise  it  was  to 
belong  to  I.  H.  The  contract  so  made  was  approved  by  I.  P.,  who  accord- 
ingly promised  to  pay  the  money  to  I.  H.,  and  soon  afler  the  contract, 
moved  off  the  land,  of  which  I.  H.  then  took  possession.  This  was  ad* 
judged  to  be  a  mortgage  on  the  part  of  I.  P. ;  and  that  a  court  of  equity 
should  allow  him  to  redeem,  notwithstanding  he  failed  to  pay  the  money 
within  six  months,  he  not  having  treated  with  I.  H.  for  a  sale  of  his  title 
nor  entered  into  any  discussion  with  him  concerning  the  adeq^uacy  of  the 
Slim  alleged  to  have-been  intended  as  the  price  or  consideration  therefor; 
and  the  said  land  being  so  far  more  valuable  than  the  said  consideration, 
as  to  leave  no  doubt  that  the  contract  in  question  was  intended  to  create 
a  penalty  or  pledge  to  ensure  the  punctual  payment  of  the  money.  Pen- 
ninffton  v.  Hariby^  4  Munf.  140. 

If  the  person  having  the  equitable  title  to  a  tract  of  laud  mortgage  it 
and  afterwards  sue  for  a  conveyance  of  the  legal .  title,  (the  mortgagee 
being  a  party  to  the  suit,)  the  court  ought  not  to  decree  a  conveyance 
without  holding  the  land  ultimately  bound  to  satisfy  the  mortgage,  and  to 
be  sold  to  raise  the  money  due,  with  interest.    Ihid. 

DECREES    RESPECTING   INFANTS,    INSANE   PERSONS,    &C. 

Infants, 

See  p.  442,  ante. 

Orders  on  motion  for  additional  security  made  by  surety 

against  a  guardian, 

i^)  T.  E.  E.,  exparte. 
Jpon  the  petition  of  T.,  E.   E.  this  day  filed,  setting  forth 
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thftt  he  stands  bound  in  this  court  as  security  for  W.  G.,  a^ 
guardian  of  his  two  infant  children,  R.  K.  G.  and  IV.  H.  G., 
and  that  he  apprehends  himself  to  be  in  danger  of  suffering 
thereby,  and  praying  the  court  for  relief,  it  is  ordered  that  the 
said  n.  G.,  being  ten  days  previously  served  with  a  copy  of 
this  order,  do  appear  before  this  court  on  the  first  day  of  the  next 
term,  and  show  cause,  if  any  ho  can,  why  he  should  not  be  com- 
pelled to  give  a  new  bond  as  guatdian  aforesaid  with  other  secu- 
ritv,  or  have  his  powers  and  authority  as  guardian  aforesaid  re- 
veled and  annulled,  pursuant  to  the  eleventh  section  of  chapter 
one  hundred  and  thirty-two,  of  the  Code  of  Virginia. 

(»)  T.  E.  E.,  exparte. 

The  said  T.  E.  E.,  by  his  counsel,  this  day  again  appeared  in 
court,  and  W.  G.,  guardian  of  his  two  infant  children,  E..  E. 
G.  and  W.  H.  G.,  still  failing  to  appear  and  answer  the  role 
entered  in  this  'case  on  the  twenty-eighth  day  of  November, 
eighteen  hundred  and  fifty ;  and  it  appearing  to  the  court,  by  the 
certificate  of  the  clerk,  that  the  said  TV.  G.  has  returned  to 
the  court  no  account  of  his  transactions  as  guardian  aforesaid, 
the  court  doth  order  that  unless  the  said  W.  G.  shall,  on  or 
before  the  first  day  of  February  next,  execute  a  new  bond,  with 
sureties  to  be  approved  by  the  court,  in  the  penalty  of  three 
thousand  dollars,  being  the  penalty  of  his  present  bond,  then  that 
his  powers  as  guardian  aforesaid,  be  and  the  same  are  hereby  re- 
voked and  anmiUed  as  an  act  of  this  day ;  and  the  court  will 
then  proceed  to  make  such  farther  orders  as  shall  seem  to  it 
proper. 

(^)  T.  E.  E.,  exparte. 

The  said  T.  E.  £.,  by  his  counsel,  this  day  again  appeared  in 
court,  and  it  appearing  to  the  court  that  W.  G.,  guardian  of 
his  two  infant  children,  R.  K.  G.  and  W.  H.  G.,  was  duly 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  order  entered  in  this  case,  on  the  six- 
teenth day  of  January  last,  as  appears  by  the  affidavit  of  A.  B. 
H.,  deputy  sheriff  for  W.  B.  R.,  sneriff  of  the  county  of  Henrico, 
and  he  not  appearing,  although  solemnly  called ;  and  that  the 
said  W.  G.  has  failed  to  execute  the  bond,  required  of  him 
by  the  said  order  of  the  sixteenth  day  of  January  last,  that  order 
is  made  absolute,  and  his  powers  as  guardian  of  R.  K.  G.  and 
TV.  H.  G.,  are  declared  to  be  revoked  and  annulled,  as  ^n  act 
of  that  day.  And  the  court  doth  further  order  that  the  said 
TV.  G.  do  render,  before  one  of  th  j  commissioners  of  this  court, 
an  account  of  his  transactions  as  guardian  aforesaid,  and  that  he 
do  forthwith  deliver  to  the  sheriff  of  this  county  the  property  and 
money  in  his  hands  belonging  to  his  wards ;  and  that  the  said 
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sheriff  do,  on  or  before  the  fifteenth  instant,  report  to  the  court 
the  property  and  money  received  by  him,  in  order  to  a  further 
decree. 

44.  Infants  plaintiffs  arrived  at  age,  Sfc. 

It  being  suggested  to  the  court,  that  since  the  institution  of 
this  suit,  K.  A.  hath  attained  his  full  age,  on  motion  of  L.  A.,  by 
counsel,  it  is  ordered  that  his  name  as  next  friend  be  discontinued 
in  the  subsequent  proceedings,  and  that  this  suit  be  hereafter 
prosecuted  in  the  name  of  R.  A.  as  plaintiff  only. 

INSANE   PERSONS. 

45.  Orders  concerning  insane  persons,   awarding   com- 
mission, ^c. 

(^)  L.  A.  H.,  exparte. 

On  the  motion  of  A.  L.  and  M.  B.,  who  have  filed  their  peti- 
tion, alleging  that  L.  A.  H.,  of  the  city  of  Richmond,  is  or  un- 
sound mind,  incapable  of  managing  her  own  affairs  and  of  mak- 
ing valid  contracts,  and  that  she  is  a  lunatic,  requiring  the  aid  of 
this  court,  and  praying  that  a  commission  may  issue,  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  commission  of  lunacy,  to  enquire  into  the  state  of  the 
said  L.  A.  H.'s  mind,  and  that  a  proper  committee  may  be  ap- 
pointed to  take  the  custody  of  her  person,  and  the  management 
of  her  estate,  and  the  said  petition  being  supported  by  sundry 
affidavits  filed,  the  court  doth  order  that  a  commission  returnable 
forthwith  do  issue  to  Dr.  J.  "W.,  Dr.  T.  N.,  Dr.  M.  C.  J.  R.  and  S. 
S.,  commanding  them,  or  any  three  or  more  of  them,  to  examine 
the  said  L.  A.  H. ;  and  by  lawful  inquest,  taken  before  them,  to 
ascertain  and  report  to  this  court,  whether  the  said  L.  A.  H,  be 
lunatic,  or  so  unsound  of  mind  as  to  be  incapable  of  nuinaging 
her  own  affairs  and  of  making  valid  contracts ;  and  if  sUe  be  luna- 
tic or  of  unsound  mind  as  aforesaid,  how  long  she  hath  continued 
in  that  state  of  mind. 

And  the  court  doth  further  order,  that  the  sheriff  of  Henrico 
county,  at  such  time  and  place  as  the  commissioners  aforesaid,  or 
any  three  or  more  of  them  may  require,  do  summon  and  cause  to 
come  before  the  said  commissioners,  twelve  or  more  good  and 
lawful  men  of  his  bailiwick,  to  make  inquisition  upon  oath  of  a^d 
upon  the  premises,  and  that  the  inquest  so  taken  under  the  seals 
of  the  jurors,  be  forthwith  returned  with  the  report  of  the  said 
commissioners  to  this  court 

Cj  L.  Ai  H.,  exparie, 
-  The  commissioners,  appointed  by  the  order  of  tlie  twenty- 
fourth  day  of  the  present  month,  having  returned  an  inquest, 
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duly  taken  between  them  and  twelve  jurors,  lawfully  empan- 
nelled  and  charged  before  them,  on  the  twenty-sixth  day  of  the 
present  month,  whereby  it  appears  that  the  said  L.  A.  H.  is  now, 
and  has  been  for  fifteen  years  at  least  a  lunatic  without  lucid  in- 
tervals, so  that  she  is  not  sufficient  for  the  government  of  herself, 
and  her  lands,  tenements,  goods  and  chattels — ^the  court  on  the 
motion  of  the  petitioners,  A.  L.  and  M.  B.,  doth  adjudge  and 
order,  that  until  the  further  order  of  the  court,  the  person  of  the 
said  L.  A.  H.  be  committed  to  the  said  A.  L,  and  M.  B.,  who  are 
hereby  authorised  and  required  to  take  such  measures  for  the  care 
and  comfortable  maintenance  of  the  said  L.  A.  H.  as  to  them 
may  seem  meet,  for  the  reasonable  expenses  whereof  the  court 
will  make  appropriation  out  of  the  fund  of  the  said  L.  A.  H., 
now  under  the  control  of  the  court. 

And  the  court  doth  fuither  order  that  the  brothers  and  sisters 
of  the  said  L.  A.  H.,  and  the  husbands  of  such  of  the  sisters  as 
are  married,  be  summoned  to  appear  here  ou  the  first  day  of  the 
next  term,  directed  by  law  to  be  holden  for  the  trial  of  civil 
causes,  to  shew  cause,  if  any  they  can,  why  the  custody  of  the 
person  of  the  said  L.  A.  H„  and  the  management  of  her  property 
should  not  be  finally  committed  to  the  said  A.  L.  and  M.  B.,  or 
some  other  proper  committee. 

And  one  of  the  commissioner;;?  of  this  court  is  required,  after 
due  notice  to  the  said  A.  L.  and  M.  B.,  and  the  said  brothers  and 
sisters  of  the  said  L.  A.  II.,  and  the  husbands  of  the  married 
sisters,  to  state  and  report  to  this  court  an  account  of  all  the 
estate,  real  and  personal,  belonging  to  the  said  L.  A.  H.,  and . 
what  persons,  in  the  opinion  of  the  said  commissioner,  -would  be 
the  most. suitable  to  whom  to  commit  finally  the  care  of  the  per- 
son and  management  of  the  property  of  the  said  L.  A.  H. 

(*)  L.  A.  H.,  a^parle. 

The  order  made  in  this  cause  at  the  last  term,  having  been 
duly  served  on  such  of  the  brothers  and  sisters  of  L.  A.  H.,  and 
on  the  husbands  of  the  married  sisters,  as  have  known  residences 
in  this  commonwealth,  and  notice  having  been  given  to  the 
others,  by  the  due  publication  of  the  said  order  for  eight  weeks, 
in  one  of  the  newspapers  of  this  city ;  and  the  commissioner 
having  made  his  report  pursuant  to  said  order,  to  which  there  is 
no  exception,  whereby  it  appears  that  the  only  estate  of  the  said 
L.  A.  II.  known  to  the  said  commissioner,  consists  of  the  second 
and  third  instalments  of  the  purchase  money  of  a  tenement  in 
the  said  report  mentioned,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  seventeen 
hundred  and  thirty-three  dollars  and  thirty-two  cents,  whereof 
one-half  fell  due  on  the  fourth  of  November,  of  the  present  year, 
(1831,)  and  the  other  half  will  fall  due  on  the  fourth  day  of  June, 
in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-five ;  and  whereby  it 
also  appears,  that  the  petitioners  A.  L.  and  M.  B.,  arc  the  most 
suitable  persons  to  whom  to  commit  the  care  and  management 
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of  the  said  L.  A.  H.  and  of  her  property.  And  the  said  A.  L. 
and  M.  B.  haying  made  a  report  of  their  proceedings  under  the 
said*  order,  showing  that  they  have  placed  the  said  L.  A.  H.  in 
the  Rriend's  Asylum,  for  the  recovery  of  insane  persons,  near  the 
city  of  Philadelphia ;  that  thev  have  incurred  in  her  removal  and 
board  an  expense  of  one  hundred  and  ninety-one  dollars  and  fifty 
cents,  and  contracted  to  pay  for  her  board,  medical  attendance 
and  all  other  expenses,  the  sum  of  four  dollars  per  week,  to 
which  report  no  exception  has  been  taken,  and  no  person  appear- 
ing to  contest  the  petition  of  the  said  A.  L.  and  M.  B.,  the  court 
doth  therefore  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  said  A.  L.  and 
M.  B.  be,  and  they  are  hereby  appointed  a  committee,  to  whom 
the  custody,  care  and  management  of  the  person  and  property  of 
the  said  L.  A.  H.  is  committed,  to  be  kept  and  managed  accord- 
ing  to  law,  until  the  said  L.  A.  H.  shall  be  restored  to  her  under- 
standing,  and  lawfully  dischai'ged  from  their  custody.  And  the 
said  A.  L.  and  M.  B.  are  hereby  authorised  to  check  on  the  Bank 
of  Virginia  for  that  instalment  of  the  purchase  money  aforesaid, 
which  fell  due  on  the  fourth  day  of  November,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  thirty-four,  and  to  collect,  and  if  necessary  to 
check  on  the  said  bank  for  the  other  instalment,  when  it  shall  fall 
due,  and  out  of  the  moneys  aforesaid,  and  the  interest  which  may 
from  time  to  time  be  received  from  them,  they  are  authorised  and 
required  to  pay  such  of  the  costs  of  the  suit  lately  pending  in 
this  court,  wherein  J.  F.  R.  was  plaintiff,  and  the  said  L.  A.  H. 
was  defendant,  acting  by  her  committee,  the  said  A.  L.,  as  the 
said  L.  A.  H.,  or  her  said  committee  is  chargeable  T^ith,  also  the 
costs  of  this  proceeding.  And  the  said  A.  L.  and  M.  B.,  are  re- 
quired to  apply  the  residue  of  the  moneys  aforesaid,  and  of  the 
interest  which  may  be  received  therefrom,  to  defray  the  proper 
costs  and  charges  of  the  support,  maintenance  ard  care  of  the 
said  L.  A.  H. ;  subject,  however,  to  the  control  and  direction  of 
this  court,  such  as  may  be  given  them  from  time  to  time. 

And  the  court  doth  refer  the  report  of  the  said  A.  L.  and  M. 
B.  to  a  commissioner  of  this  court,  who  is  required  to  examine 
the  vouchers  and  other  evidence  in  support  thereof,  and  make  re- 
port thereupon  to  the  court. 

And  the  court  doth  further  order,  that  the  said  A.  L.  and  M. 
B.,  from  year  to  year,  render  before  a  commissioner  of  the  court, 
an  account  of  their  receipts  and  disbursements,  under  the  autho- 
rity hereby  conferred  upon  them,  and  that  the  commissioner 
make  report  thereupon  to  the  court.  But  the  effect  of  this  decree 
is  to  be  suspended  till  the  said  A.  L.  and  M.  B.  shall  enter  into 
bond  with  good  security,  in  the  penalty  of  three  thousand  four 
hundred  dollars,  payable  to  the  said  L.  A.  H.,  her  executors  and 
administrators,  and  conditioned  for  the  faithful  discharge  of  their 
duties  as  committee  of  the  said  L.  A.  H.,  and  that  they  will,  well 
and  truly  collect,  manage,  disburse  and  account  for  the  moneys 
and  other  estate  of  the  said  L.  A.  H.,  if  any  other  there  be  within 
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Uiia  commonwealth  known,  or  to  become  known  to  them,  aooord- 
ing  to  the  authority  conferred  upon  them  by  this  decree,  and 
shall  file  such  bond  with  the  clerk  of  this  court.* 

0KGRBES  OONCJBRNINa  INJUNCTIONS,  (SeC.  400,  412.) 

Order  of  injunction  restraining  waste. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

On  motion  of  the  plaintiffs  by  counsel,  and  for  ^ood  cause 
shewn,  a  writ  of  injunction  is  awarded  them  to  injom  and  rfr- 
strain  the  defendant  R.  B.,  his  agents  and  all  others  conoemeii, 
from  committing  waste  upon  the  tract  of  land  in  the  bill  meft- 
tioned,  whereof  J.  W.  died  seised,  lying  in  the  county  of  Heft- 
rico,  and  containing  about  ninety  acres,  and  from  cutting  and  re- 
moving anything  from  it  until  the  further  order  of  the  court 
But  the  plaintiffs  are  not  to  have  the  benefit  of  this  order,  until 
the  adult  plaintiff  shall  enter  into  bond,  with  sufficient  security, 
in  the  clerk's  office  of  this  court,  in  the  penalty  of  two  htmdred 
dollars,  payable  to  the  defendants,  and  conditioned  to  pay  to 
them,  or  either  of  them,  all  such  damages  and  costs  as  they  or 
either  of  them  may  sustain  in  consequence  of  the  said  injunction, 
in  case  the  same  shall  be  dissolved. 

Order  for  injunction  to  jiLdgment* 

(Names  of  parties.) 

On  motion  of  the  plaintiff  by  counsel,  and  for  good  cause 
shewn,  a  vnrit  of  injunction  is  awarded  him,  to  injoin  the  defend- 
ant S  .L.,  his  agents,  attorneys  and  all  otiiers  concerned,  from 
further  proceeding  on  a  judgment  recovered  by  that  defendant 
against  the  plaintiff,  in  an  action  of  detinue,  in  the  Circuit 
CSurt  for  the  county  of  Powhatan,  until  the  further  order  of  the 
court. 

But  the  plaintiff  is  not  to  have  the  benefit  of  tliis  order,  until 
he  shall  enter  into  bond,  with  sufficient  security,  in  the  clerk's 
office  of  the  said  Circuit  Court.  &c.,  &c.,  in  a  penalty  equal  to 
double  the  amount  of  the  said  judgment^  conditioned  as  the  law 
requires ;  and  until  he  shall  also  file  with  the  clerk  of  the  said 
court,  a  release  of  all  errors  at  law  in  the  said  judgment  and 
proceedings. 


^  These  forms  in  regard  to  insane  persons  were  drawn  before  the  ut 
found  in  Code  of  Vir^nia,  chap.  85.  That  chapter  provides  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  committees  of  lunatics.  If  its  provisions  be  followed,  the  erdan 
in  the  appointment  of  a  committee  may  be  easily  framed. 
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Order  dissolving  injunction  and  dismissing  bill. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  oause  came  on  this  day  to  be  heard  on  the  bill,  answer  of 
the  defendant  with  replication  thereto,  and  an  exhibit  filed  with 
ih»  bin,  and  wa^  argued  by  counsel.  On  consideration  whereof, 
the  court  doUi  adjudge,  ordor  and  decree,  that  the  injunction 
awarded  the  plaintiff  on  the  first  day  of  May,  eighteen  hundred 
and  forty-seven,  to  injoin  and  restrain  the  defendant,  his  agents, 
attorneys,  and  all  others,  until  the  farther  order  of  this  court 
£rom  proceeding,  to  enforce  the  judgment  in  the  bill  mentioned, 
as  to  the  sum  of  fifty  dollars  thereof,  which  judgment  was  re- 
covered by  the  defendant  against  the  plaintiff  m  the  Circuit  Su- 
perior Court  of  Law  and  Chancery  for  the  county  of  Henrico 
and  city  of  Richmond,  on  the  common  law  side,  on  the  twenty- 
fbnriii  day  of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-one,  be  dissolved ; 
that  the  bill  of  the  plaintiff  be  dismissed,  and  that  he  do  pay  to 
the  said  defendants  his  costs  by  him  about  his  suit  in  this  behalf 
expended. 

Dismission  of  Mil  after  dissolution  of  injunction. 

(See  sect.  411.) 

(Names  of  pajrties.) 

This  being  the term  since  the  dissolution  of  the  injunc- 
tion awarded  the  plaintiff  to  stay  the  execution  of  the  judgment 
on  the  bill  mentioned,  and  no  cause  being  shewn  for  the  eon- 
tinuance  of  tiie  said  bill,  on  the  motion  of  the  defendants,  by 
their  counsel,  it  is  ordered  that  the  same  be  dismissed,  and  that 
the  plaintiffs  pay  to  the  defendants  their  costs  by  them  about 
their  defence  in  this  behalf  expended.* 

Injunction  perpeivxtted. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  cause,  in  which  the  bill  hath  been  taken  for  confessed 
agwnst  the  defendant,  came  on  this  day  to  be  heard  on  the 
bill  and  an  exhibit,  and  was  argued  by  counsel.  On  conside- 
ration whereof,  the  court  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that 
the  injunction  awarded  the  plaintiff  the  27th  day  of  Septem- 
l)er,  1823,  to  injoiu  the  defendant  from  selling  the  slave  Franklin, 
in  the  bill  mentioned,  under  an  execution  sued  out  of  the  clerk's 
office  of  the  Superior  Court  of  Law  for  the  county  of  G.,  in  favor 
of  the  defendant,  against  J.  P.,  security  for  R.  D.,  be  made  per- 
petual ;  and  that  the  defendant  do  pay  to  the  plaintiff  her  costs 
by  her  about  her  suit  in  this  behalf  expended. 

*  It  is  the  clerk^s  dnty  to  enter  this  diemission.    See  Code  of  Virsinia* 
chap.  179,  itec.  14. 
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PRACTICAL  NOTES  TO  DECREES  CONCERNING  INJUNC- 
TIONS. 

See  *'  Practical  Notes  on  Bills  in  Equity,  &c.,  **  Eden  on  Injunctions." 
The  Saperior  Courts  of  Chancery  have  power  (upon  general  principlfis 
of  equity,)  to  direct  the  venue  to  be  changed,  after  issue  joined  in  a  county 
or  inferior  court,  where  it  appears  that  strong  prejudices  existed  against 
the  defendant,  which  were  unknown  to  him,  until  after  such  issue  was 
joined,  and  that  a  fair  and  impartial  trial  could  not  be  expected  in  the  court 
in  which  the  suit  was  depending.  In  such  case  a  judgment  is  not  requisite, 
to  authorise  the  chancellor  to  grant  the  injunction.    DarmscUUi  v.  Wo^Ct 

4  Hen.  Sc  Munf.  246. 

If  by  aib  agreement  under  seal,  between  the  vendor  and  the  purchaser  of 
a  tract  of  land,  it  be  covenanted,  that  if  any  part  thereof  should  be  re- 
covered by  law  from  the  purchaser,  the  vendor  will  abate  or  refund  in  pro- 
portion; and  that  he  will  not  bring  suit  upon  the  bond  for  the  purchase 
money,  until  the  quantity  of  land,  which  the  purchaser  is  to  get,  be  ascer- 
tained, provided  the  purchaser  prosecute  a  suit  for  that  purpose  in  a  rea- 
sonable time ;  a  court  of  equity  will  give  relief  by  injunction  against  a 
premature  suit  on  the  bond,  and  if  it  appear  that  the  purchaser  prose- 
cuted his  suit  in  a  reasonable  time,  and  could  not  recover  the  land,  the  in- 
junction will  be  perpetuated,  the  money  paid  refunded,  the  bond  surren- 
dered and  cancelled,  and  the  contract  rescinded.  BuUiWi  tx^crt  v.  Song- 
tier*  t  adm^rt,^  Munf. 54. 

When  injunction  granted. 

Randolph  v.  Randolph  and  als.  3  Munf.  99.  Wilson  and  als.  «.  Butler 
and  als.,  3  Munf.  559.  Scott  and  wife  v.  Holliday  and  als.,  5  Munf.  103. 
Homer  v.  MarshalPs  adm'x  5  Munf.  446.  Lewis's  adm*r  v.  Wyatt,  2  Rand* 
114.  Harrison  «.  Sims,  6  Rand.  506.  Crawford  v.  Thurmond  and  als.,  3 
Leigh,  85.  Miller  v.  Trueheart,  &c.,  4  Leigh,  569.  Sims  o.  Harrison  and 
als.,  4  Leigh,  346.  Keytons  r.  Bradfords,  5  Leigh,  39.  Koger  and  als.  t, 
Kane's  adm'r  and  heirs,  5  Leigh,  C0&,    Miller  v.  Argyle's  ex'or  and  als. 

5  Leigh,  460*  Whitton's  adm*r  v,  Terry,  6  Leigh,  189.  Calloway  «.  Alex- 
ander, &.C.,  8  Leigh,  114.  Mason  v.  Nelson,  11  Leigh,  227.  Clarke  and 
als.  V.  Curtis,  11  Leigh,  559.  Anderson's  ex'ors  v,  Anderson,  11  Leigh, 
616.  Hickerson's  adm'r  v.  Helm,  2  Rob.  £28.  Cabaness  v.  Matthews  and 
als.  9. 2  GraL,  325.  Roberts  v.  Jordan,  3  Munf.  488.  Clarke  9.  Hardgrove» 
&c.,  7  Grat.,  399.  Watson  «.  Fletcher,  &c.,  7  Grat.,  1.  Rust  and  als.  e* 
Ware,  6  Grat.,  50.    Peatrosa  v.  McLaughlin,  6  Grat,  64.    Vathier  r.  Lane, 

6  Grat.,  246.    McClelland  0.  Kinnaird,  6  Grat,  352. 

On  uKai  term*  it^unetion  to  judgment  at  law  granted. 

Warwick  e.  Norvell,  1  Leigh,  96.  See  practical  notes  to  bills  in 
equity,  Stc 
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When  injunction  refused, 

Ross  r.  Woodville  and  als.,  4  Munf.  324.  Poage  v.  Bells  and  als.,  2 
Rand.  586 ;  (because  plaintiflf  not  a  party  to  suit  at  law  injunction  to  judg- 
ment refused.  Jordan's  adm'x  v,  Williams,  3  Rand.,  501.)  Rhodes  v.  Cou- 
sins, 6  Rand.,  188 ;  sed  vide  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  179,  sec.  2.  Norris  v. 
Hume,  2  Leigh,  334.  Miller  v.  Crews,  2  Leigh,  576.  Overseers  of  the  Poor 
V,  Hart,  3  Leigh,  1.  Long^s  ex'or,  &c.  r.  Israel  and  als.  9  Leigh,  55G. 
James  River  and  Kanawha  Company  «.  Anderson,  &c.,  12  Leigh,  278. 
Hudson  tJ.  Kline,  9  Grat.,  379- 

Security  on  g^rantinff  it^unction. 

Error  not  to  require  security  on  granting  injunction,  save  in  case  of  ex- 
ecutors, &c.  Lomaxr.Picot,2  Rand.  247.  New  security^required,  (Ch. 
T.)    Ross  v.  Pleasants  and  als.,  1  H.  and  M.,  1. 

An  injunction  to  remove  obstructions,  &e.,  ordered  at  hearing  of  the 
cause.    Brooke  v.  Barton,  6  Munf.  306. 

Dissolution  of  i/^unction, 

Od  motion  to  dissolve  injunction  on  bill  alone,  before  answer,  the  bill 
will  b«  taken  as  true.    Peatross  «.  McLaoglin,  6  Grat.  64. 

An  injunction  to  a  judgment  at  law  not  showing  equity  on  its  face,  dis- 
solved without  answer,  as  improvidently  granted.  Slack  r.  Wood,  9  Grat.  40. 

Pending  a  bill  for  an  injunction  to  a  judgment,  and  for  a  rescission  of  a 
contract  for  the  purchase  of  land,  on  the  ground  of  an  incumbrance  and 
defect  of  title,  the  vendor  removes  the  incumbrance  and  procures  the  title  • 
The  injunction  is  properly  dissolved,  but  without  damages,  and  with  costs 
to  the  plaintiff.  Young^s  admV.  and  Bowyerr.  McClung  and  ais.,  9  Grat., 
336.  But  if  vendee  might  have  obtained  relief  by  supplemental  bill  or  pe- 
tition in  another  pending  suit,  he  shall  not  have  costs.    Ibid, 

Perpetuation  of  injunction, 

Trueheart  «.  Price,  2  Munf.  468. 

DSCREES  CONCERNING   HUSBAND   AND   WIFE.      (See  ante,) 

Decree  for  divorce.     [^  vinculo  matrimonii,   ^c]     See 

Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  109. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

This  cause,  in  which  the  plaintiff  appears  to  have  proceeded 

Against  the  defendant,  who  is  out  of  this  commonwealth,  in  the 

mode  prescribed  by  law  against  absent  defendants,  and  she  still 

failing  to  appear  and  answer,  came  on  this  day  to  be  heard  on  the 

39* 
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bill,  the  exhibits  filed  and  examinations  of  witnesses,  and  was 
argued  by  the  counsel  for  the  plaintiff:  On  consideration  whereof 
the  court,  being  of  opinion  that  the  charge  of  adultery  against 
the  defendant  is  fully  proved,  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree, 
that  the  marriage  heretofore  solemnized  between  T.  P.  and  J.  M. 
P.  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  dissolved,  the  said  T,  P.  forever 
divorced  from  his  wife,  the  said  M.  P.,  and  all  the  right,  title 
and  interest  of  the  said  M.  P.  in  or  to  the  estate,  real  and  per- 
sonal, of  tlie  said  T.  P.,  shall  henceforth  cease  and  determme ; 
and  that  the  plaintiff  recover  from  the  defendant  his  costs  by 
him  expended  in  the  prosecution  of  this  suit.  And  nothing  fur- 
ther remaining  to  be  done  in  this  suit,  it  is  ordered  that  the  same 
be  removed  from  the  docket ;  but  leave  is  reserved  to  the  parties 
to  make  application  to  the  court  for  such  ftirther  orders  as  are 
authorised  by  law. 

Same  in  a  cattse  in  wkich  AHorfuy  General  was  made  a 

party. 

M.  A.  8.,  by  W.  W.,  her  next  friend,  plaintiff  v,  E.  G.  and  S. 
^-  B.,  defendarUa. 

This  cause,  in  which  the  Attorney  General  of  the  Common- 
wealth has  appeared  to  defend  the  8am«,  on  behalf  of  the  Com- 
monwealth, pursuant  to  law,  the  defendant  E.  G„  not  having  en- 
tered his  appearance,  came  on  this  day  to  be  finally  heard  upon 
the  bill  and  exhibits,  and  examination  of  witnesses,  and  upon 
proof  of  the  publication  of  the  order  entered  herein  on  the  ei^th 
day  of  January  last,  as  thereby  directed,  and  was  argued  by  the 
oonnsel  for  the  plaintiff,  and  by  tiie  Attorney  General  on  behalf 
of  the  OominoBwealth :  On  consideration  whereof  the  court  doth 
adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  marriage  heretofore  had  and 
sofemnuied  between  the  defendant  E.  G.  and  the  plaintiff  Al.  A.  G^ 
formerly  M.  A.  W.,  shall  be  and  the  same  is  liereby  dissolved, 
and  that  the  said  M.  A.  be  forever  divorced  from  the  said  £.  G. ; 
and  all  right,  title  or  interest  of  the  said  E.  in  or  over  the  estate 
or  person  of  the  said  M.  A.,  whetiier  tiie  said  estate  be  real  or 
personal,  shall  henceforth  forever  cease  and  determine ;  and  the 
said  M.  A.  shall  be  at  liberty  to  marry  again,  and  shall  be  re- 
stored to  the  condition  of  a  feme  sole,  with  all  other  rights 
attaching  to  such  condition.  The  court  doth  further  adjudge, 
order  and  decree,  thitt  all  tiie  right,  title  and  interest  of  the  said 
M.  A.,  in  or  to  the  estate  of  the  said  £.,  whether  the  estate  be 
real  or  personal,  shall  henceforth  cease  and  determine, (a]  but  the 
said  E.  shall  not  in  consequence  of  this  decree  be  at  liberty  to 
contract  another  lawftd  marriage  during  the  lifetime  of  the  said 


{a)  See  Jennings  and  ala.  v.  Montague,  3  Gratt  950. 
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M.  A. ;  bat  the  said  £.,  from  marrying  again  in  the  lifetime  of 
the  said  M.  A.,  shall  be  as  fully  and  eftectually  restrained  as  if 
this  decree  of  divorcement  had  never  been  made. 

The  court  doth  further  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  tho 
female  child  of  the  marriage  of  the  said  £.  and  M.   A.  G. 

named ,  shall  remain  in  the  care  and  custody,  and  under  the 

control  of  the  said  M.  A. ;  and  all  the  lawful  power  and  authority 
of  the  said  E.  over  the  person  and  estate  of  the  said  female  child  ^ 
shall  cease  and  determme  during  the  lifetime  of  the  said  M.,  or 
until  such  time  as  this  or  some  other  court  of  competent  juris- 
diction shall  order,  or  decree  to  the  contrary.  And  the  court 
doth  further  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  said  E.  pi-ovide, 
as  far  as  in  his  power,  for  the  due  maintenance  of  the  said 
female  child,  and  liberty  is  reserved  to  the  said  M.,  or  to  the  said 
child  by  her  said  mother,  or  next  friend,  to  apply  to  this  court 
for  such  further  order  touching  the  maintenance  hereby  directed 
for  the  said  child  as  may  be  proper.  And  the  court  doth  further 
adiudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  said  E.  G.  do  pay  to  the  plain- 
tiff her  costs  expended  in  the  prosecution  of  this  suit,  ana  that 
he  do  also  pay  to  the  commonwealth  her  costs  in  defending  the 
same. 

Decree  for  divorce  and  alimony.     (See  Code  of  Virginia, 

chap.  109,  sec.  12.) 

A.  B.  by  N.  C,  her  next  friend,  plainiiff\  against  R.  B.,  dt- 
findant. 

This  cause  came  on,  &c.  On  consideration  whereof,  the  court 
doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  marriage  heretofore  had 
and  solemnized  between  the  defendant  R.  B.  and  the  plaintiff  A. 
B.,  formerly  A.  K.,  shall  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  dissolved, 
and  that  the  said  A.  B.  be  forever  divorced  from  the  said  R.  B. ; 
and  the  court  doth  further  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  de- 
fendant do  pay,  annually,  unto  the  said  plaintiff  the  sum  of 

% ,  in  quarterly  instalments,  on  the  first  days  of  January,  &c. 

in  each  year,  that  sum,  being  in  the  opinion  of  the  court,  a  suffi' 
cient  maintenance  and  support  for  the  said  A.  B.  And  the  court 
doth  further  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  said  A.  B.  do 
pay  unto  the  plaintiff  her  costs  expended  in  the  prosecution  of 
this  suit. 

NoTKS. — See  notes  to  next  form. 

Order  for  payment  to  plaintiff  pending  suit. 

J.  N.,  a  married  woman,  who  sues  by  her  next  friend,  M.  L., 
plainHffy  against  C.  N.,  defendant. 

On  motion  of  the  plaintiff,  by  counsel,  and  it  appearing  to  tlie 
oout  from  the  pleadings  and  proofs  in  this  cause,  that  the  plain- 
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tiff  has  no  means  of  support  during  the  pendency  of  this  suit,  or 
of  prosecuting  the  same,  it  is  ordered  that  the  said  C.  N.  do  paj 

unto  the  said  J.  N.,  annually,  $ ,  in  quarterly  instalments,  oa 

the  first  days  of  ,  in  each  year,  that  sum  being  in  the 

opinion  of  the  court  a  reasonable  allowance  to  the  said  plaintiff, 
taking  into  consideration  the  value  of  the  defendant's  estate. 

Notes. — A  similar  order  may  be  made  in  the  case  of  infants  for  their  main- 
tenance and  education,  when  there  are  funds  within  the  control  of  court  t§ 
which  infants  are  indisputably  entitled.    See  11  Rob.,  p.  346 ;  3  John.  Ch. 

Rep.  1. 

In  Purcell  v  Purcell,  4  H.  &  M.,  507,  the  court  ordered  the  payment  of 
twenty-five  dollars  quarterly  to  the  plaintiff,  to  be  applied  towards  her  sup- 
port and  maintenance  pending  the  suit,  unless  the  defendant  should  show 
cause  to  the  contrary  by  a  given  day. 


The  ibref  oing  forms  apply  exclusively  to  suits  for  divorce.  In  addition 
to  these  the  following  notes  are  subjoined,  referring  to  other  subjects : 

PRACTICAL  NOTES. 

See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  108, 109, 110. 

As  to  what  property  of  wife  deemed  personal  estate,  see  Fletcher  v  Ash- 
burner,  1  Bro.  C  C  497;  Ashby  v  Palmer,  1  Meriv.  300,  3  Leigh,  255; 
Pratt  V  Taliaferro,  3  Leigh,  419;  2  Grat.,  280;  Reading  r  Blackwell,  Bald- 
win's C  C.  R.>  175.  See  also  Dade  v  Alexander,  1  Wash  ,  30;  CommoB- 
wealtb  V  Martin's  ex*or,  6tc.,  5  Munf.,  117 ;  Tazewell,  &c.  v  Smith's  adnoV, 

1  Rand.  313 ;  Evans,  &c.  «    Kingsbury,  &c.,  2  Rand.  120 ;   Turner  « 
Street,  2  Rand.,  130 ;  5  Leigh,  442 ;  7  Leigh,  366 ;  10  Leigh,  636. 

As  to  efiect  of  marriage  on  contracts  between  a  man  and  a  woman  en- 
tered into  before  marriage.  See  1  Tuck.  Com.,  110,  and  cases  cited.  2  P. 
Wms.,  243 ;  2  Vem.  480, 1 ;  2  Atk.,  97  ;  Prec  Ch.  41 ;  Dick.  140  ;  2  Vent., 
343 ;  Vem.  409, 3  Leigh,  255.  When  wife  charges  her  separate  estate  with 
payment  of  husband's  debts,  equity  will  decree  the  husband's  assets  to  be 
applied  in  exoneration  of  her  estate,  or  in  repayment  of  the  money  ad- 
vanced.   2  Vern.,  347, 689 ;  1  Bro.  P.  C.  1 ;  2  Vem.,  604 ;  1  P.  Wms.,  264; 

2  Atk.  384;  Fonb.Eq.,  102,3;  Story's  Eq. 

When  conveyance  of  separate  estate  to  a  married  woman  a  fraud  en 
marital  rights  of  husband.  1  Tuck.  Com.,  113.  For  other  cases  of  fraud 
upon  marital  rights  of  husband,  see  Macqueen  on  Husband  and  Wife,  p. 
35;  Crane  v  Morris's  lessee,  6  Peters,  598;  4  Wash.  C.  C.  R.,  224;  2 
Leigh,  11. 

With  respect  to  contracts  between  husband  and  wife  subsequent  to  mar- 
riage. I  Tuck.  Com.,  Ill ;  Co.  Litt.  112,  a,  187,  b. ;  1  P  Wms.  126;  2  P. 
Wms.  79,  316;  3  P.  Wms., 334, 339;  1  Atk..270;  3Atk.,399;  1  Vem.,245; 
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1  Atk.,  270 ;  2  Ves.  666 ;  1  Fon.,  103 ;  6  Munf.,  1 ;  10  Ve8.,139 ;  7  John  C. 
R«,  57;  5  John  C.  R.  431,  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  118,  sec.  2;  also 
sec.  4;  see  2  Brock.  C.*C.  R.,  285. 

When  court  of  equity  will  make  proTision  for  wife  out  of  her  property, 
see  1  Rand.  372 ;  11  Rob.  Pr.  150,  and  cases  cited.  2  John  Ch.  Rep.  206 ; 
6  John  Ch.  Rep.,  33 ;  5  John  Ch.  Rep.,  464 ;  but  see  2  Grat.  98.  When  it 
will  protect  her  property  from  injurious  effects  arising  from  acts  or  admis- 
sions of  husband,  4  Rand.  397. 

Cases  of  alimony;  see  ante,  p.  467;  also  4  Rand.,  667;  1  John  Ch. 
Rep.,  364. 

See  also  Seton  on  Qecrees,  255,  et  seq.j  for  decrees  respecting  femes 
covert  and  practical  notes. 

For  notes  on  Dower^  see  p.  368.  Also  Herbert  o  Wren,  7  Cranch.,  370 ; 
3  Brock.  C.  C.  R.,  256. 

As  to  other  rights  of  wife,  see  2  Munf.,  421 ;  5  Munf.,  42 ;  1  Rand.,  355 ; 

2  Leigh,  183 ;  9  Leigh,  200 ;  12  Leigh,  512 ;  2  Rob.  340. 

DECREES  RESFECTING   WILLS. 

A  decree  c<m»truing  vnlL 

P.  &  als.)  plaintiff  vR,  &  als.,  defendants. 

This  day  came  the  plaintiffs  by  their  counsel  and  filed  their 
bill,  and  the  defendants  appeared  by  counsel  and  filed  their  an- 
swers, to  which  the  plaintiffs  by  counsel  replies  generally. 
Whereupon,  this  cause  being  docketed  by  consent  of  parties  by 
counsel,  tiie  same  came  on  to  be  heard  bj  like  consent  on  the 
bill,  answers  with  replications  and  exhibits  filed,  and  was  ar- 
gaed  by  counsel.  On  consideration  whereof,  the  court  is  of 
opinion,  and  doth  adjudge  and  decree,  that  according  to  the  true 
construction  of  the  will  of  J.  D.  M.,  deceased,  the  trustees  tliere- 
by  contemplated  for  the  benefit  of  his  grand-daughters,  haye 
power  from  time  to  time  to  change  the  inyestment  of  the  trust 
salnect,  that  the  sum  mentioned  in  the  bill  of  nineteen  hundred 
and  eighty-nine  dollars  and  ninety-three  cents,  with  legal  interest 
thereon  from  the  first  day  of  December,  eighteen  Jbiundred  and 
forty-seyen,  is  a  part  of  that  trust  subject,  if  the  complainants 
J.  D,  M.  and  D.  M.,  had  been  duly  appointed  trustees  for  the 
benefit  of  S.  M.,  as  well  as  the  other  grand-daughters  of  the  tes- 
tator, they  mieht  lawfully  require  payment  of  the  same  from  the 
defendant,  and  he  would  not  be  bound  to  superyise  their  acts,  or 
see  to  the  application  of  the  trust  fund,  or  incur  any  danser  from 
such  payment,  other  than  that  (if  any)which  m&y  arise  from 
the  accident  of  the  loss  of  the  bond.  Wherefore  the  court  doth 
adjudge,  order  and  decree,  as  follows : 
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hHrst.  Tliat  tho  said  J.  B.  M.  and  D.  M.,  be  and  they  ve  here- 
by appointed  joint  trustees  for  the  said  S.  M.,  jointly  with  the 
other  grand-daughters  of  the  said  J.  D.  M<,  deceased,  under  his 
will,  and  that  they  be  and  are  hereby  invested  with  all  the  power, 
aathority  and  difloretion  whieh  the  said  will  woold  have  conferred 
on  thorn  had  they  been  expressly  named  as  trustees  in  the  said 
will.  Ajid  that  all  their  actings  and  doings,  assuming;  to  act  as 
trustees  for  the  said  S.  joint^  with  the  other  granfdauehters 
aforesaid,  so  far  as  the  same  have  been  within  the  limits  of  their 
authority  as  such  trustees,  for  such  other  grand-daughters  do 
stand  approved  and  confirmed  in  the  same  manner,  and  to  the 
same  extent,  as  if  they  had  been  previously  appointed  trustese 
for  the  said  S.  M.,  by  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  and  in  t 
proceeding  to  which  she  was  a  party;  ana  that  the  said  trustees 
be^  and  they  are  hereby  required  before  proceeding  to  execute 
Hiud  trust  to  enter  into  bond  in  the  clerk's  office  of  this  court, 
with  good  and  sufficient  security,  In  the  penalty  of  nine  thonsand 
dollars,  payable  to  the  commonwealth  of  Yireinia,  and  condi- 
tioned that  they  will  faithfully  perform  and  fulfil  their  duties  as 
trustees  as  aforesaid  for  all  the  said  ji^rand-^langhters  of  the  said 
•/.  D.  M.,  deceased. 

i^ond.  That  tho  defendant  0.  R.,  do  pay  into  the  Bank  of 
Virginia,  to  the  credit  of  this  cause,  subject  to  the  order  of  this 
court,  the  said  sum  of  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty-nine  dollars 
and  ninety-three  cents,  with  legal  interest  thereon  firom  the  said 
first  day  of  Decomber,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-seven,  until 
f<uch  payment 

Thikrd.  That  the  eomnlainant  D.  M.,  and  the  defendant  U.  W. 
M.,  do  execute  a  deed  ox  release,  referring  to  this  decree,  and  re- 
leasing and  reoonvering  unto  the  said  cfefendant  C.  R.,  the  pro- 
perty ooDveyed  by  the  deed,  made  the  tUrty-first  day  of  Mav. 
ei^teen  hundred  and  forty-two,  and  admitted  to  record  in  the 
office  of  the  court  of  hustings  for  the  city  of  Richmond,  on  the 
first  day  of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-two,  between  the 
said  0.  R.  and  M.  S.,  his  wife  of  the  first  part,  D.  M.  and  H.  W. 
M.  of  the  second  part,  and  J.  D.  M.  of  the  third  part,  and  ac- 
knowledge said  deed,  so  that  it  may  be  duly  admitted  to  recwd: 
and  when  said  deed  shall  be  delivered  to  the  said  K.,  or  to  tlu 
olerk  of  this  court  for  him,  and  the  fact  of  such  delivery  oerti 
fied,  by  whichever  of  them  shall  receive  the  same,  upon  an  offi 
<»al  copy  of  this  decree,  then  that  the  said  J.  B.  M.  and  D.  Bi- 
as trustees  for  the  grand-daughters  of  the  said  J.  D.  M.,  deceased 
be  and  they  are  hereby  authorised  to  check  on  the  Bank  of  Vir 

finia,  on  an  attested  copy  of  this  decree  for  the  money  aboie 
irected,  to  be  deposited  therein  to  the  credit  of  this  cause. 

Fourth.  That  the  parties  respectively  have  leave  to  apply  here- 
after to  this  court  for  any  other,  or  further  order  that  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  and  fulfil  tho  foregoing  decree  ;  and  that 
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the  isaid  parties,  -who  are  adults,  respectively  pay  their  own  costs 
of  this  suit. 

Practical  notes  to  decrees  concerning  mils, 

iBec  Code  of  VirginU,  chap.  12S.    Jarman  on  Willfl. 

DfiCREES   FOK   SPKCiyiO    PKRirORM ANC£. 

A .  M.,  plaintiff,  against  0.  1).,  dej'endani. 

This  cause  came  on,  &c.  Ou  consideratiou  whereof,  the  court 
doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  upon  the  payment  of  the 
earn  of  five  hundred  dollars  by  the  saia  A.  M.,  plaintiff,  (with- 
out interest,)  (<z)  to  the  said  C.  D.,  defendant,  the  said  C.  D.  do 
execute  a  good  and  sufficient  grant  and  conveyance  to  the  said  A. 
M.,  with  general  warranty  and  the  usual  covenants  of  title, 
granting  and  conveying  to  the  said  A.  M.  the  land  in  the  bill 
mentioned,  according  to  the  metes  and  bounds  laid  down  in  the 
agreement  in  writing  between  the  said  A.  M.  and  0.  D.,  bearing 

date  on  the day  of ,  and  filed  as  an  exhibit  with  the 

plaintiff's  bill.  And  it  is  ordered  that  the  said  defendant  do  pay 
xinto  the  plaintiff  his  costs  by  him  about  his  suit  in  this  behalf 
expended.  And  leave  is  given  the  said  plaintiff  to  apply  to  this 
court  for  such  other  reliei  in  the  premises  as  may  be  necessary. 

NoTF.e. — Sometimes  a  commiBsiooer  is  appointed  to  execute  the  deed, 
and  the  party  is  ordered  to  unite  in  it,  and  directed  to  give  such  a  wu> 
rftnty  as  the  terms  of  the  contract  of  sale  implied. 

In  the  following  case,  the  chancellor  ordered  the  contract  to  be  ppecifi- 
rally  performed,  and  the  seller  to  abate  a  part  of  the  purchase  money  : 

Another  decree  for  specific  performance. 

.1.  p.,  plaintiff,  ajijainst  B.  P.,  defendant. 

This  cause  came  ou  this  day  to  be  heard  on  the  bill,  answer 
with  replication  thereto,  the  exhibits  filed,  and  examinations  of 
^tnesses,  and  was  argued  by  counsel :  On  consideration  whereof, 
it  appearing  to  the  court  that  B.  P.  did,  on  the  second  day  of 
December,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-four,  purchase  from  J.  P. 
sk  tract  of  land  in  the  county  of  Henrico,  estimated  to  contain 
Bixty  acres,  but  which  upon  re-survey  appears  to  have  actually 
contained  sixty-two  and  a  half  acres,  at  and  for  the  price  of  five 
hundred  dollars,  and  immediately  took  possession  thereof;  and 

(a)  Of  course  it  will  depend  upon  the  special  circumstances  of  each  case 
w-hethcr  interest  will  or  will  not  be  allowed.  If  interest  be  proper,  state 
t;l34»  time  at  which  it  will  commence. 
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oxercised  various  acts  of  ownership  thereon,  and  has  paid  no  por- 
tion of  Uie  purchase  money  therefor.    It  further  appears  tiiat 
although  the  actual  quantity  seems  to  exceed  that  estimated  by  the 
parties,  yet  there  may  very  probably  be  a  difference  not  less  than 
one-fourth  of  an  acre,  nor  more  than  four  acres,  upon  the  highest 
estimate  that  can  be  made  consistently  with  the  evidence,  be- 
tween the  lines  run  by  the  surveyor  and  those  previously  pointed 
out  to  the  defendant,  according  to  which  he  alleges  he  alone 
agreed  to  purchase ;  and  it  may  upon  the  evidence  be  true  that 
such  was  his  understanding,  and  although  this  difference  is  too 
slight,  after  the  long  continued  possession  of  the  defendant,  sub^ 
sequent  to  his  knowledge  of  the  fact,  and  in  view  of  the  other 
circumstances  of  the  case,  to  authorise  a  renscission  of  the  con- 
tract, yet  in  the  opinion  of  the  court  it  may  be  just  to  compensate 
the  defendant  for  this  deficiency,  which  may  easily  and  properly 
be  done,  by  an  abatement  pro  tanio  of  the  purchase  money. 
And  no  other  ground  of  defence  being  sufficiently  established  by 
the  proofs,  nor  any  reliance  by  way  of  plea,  or  answer  speciaUy 
placed  on  the  statute  of  frauds  and  perjuries,  which,  however, 
had  it  Ijeen  specially  pleaded,  the  court  would  have  considered 
as  no  sufficient  bar,  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  to  the 
specific  performance  sought  by  the  plaintiff;  and  neither  party 
having  asked  for  a  reference  of  the  title,  or  reserving  of  the 
quantity  of  land,  so  as  to  a.scertain  more  precisely  the  real  differ- 
ence in  ((uantity  between  the  lines  said  to  have  been  pointed  out 
to  the  defendant  and  those  contained  in  the  plat  of  the  survey, 
the  court,  taking  into  view  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  is  of 
opinion  that  the  contract  between  the  parties  should  be  specifi- 
cally  performed,  and  therefore  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree, 
that  upon  the  tender  by  the  plaintiff  of  the  deed  filed  in  this 
cause,  if  the  same  be  approved  by  the  defendant's  counsel,  or  if 
not  upon  the  tender  <jf  a  good  and  sufficient  deed,  with  general 
warranty  by  J.  O.  S.,  who  is  hereby  appointed  a  special  commis- 
sioner for  the  purpose,  for  the  tract  of  land  in  the  proceeding 
mentioned,  contracted  to  be  sold  by  the  plaintiff  to  the  defendant 
the  said  defendant  do  pay  to  the  plaintiff  the  sum  of  four  hun- 
dred and  fifty  dollars,  with  legal  interest  thereon,  from  the  se- 
cond day  of  December,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-four,  until 
paid :  and  unless  the  f<aid  sum  be  paid  by  the  said  defendant,  or 
some  one  for  him,  Avith  interest  as  aforesaid,  within  six  months 
from  the  date  of  this  decree,  then  the  sheriff  of  the  county  of     I 
Henrico,  or  one  of  his  deputies,  who  is  hereby  appointed  a  com- 
missioner for  the  purpose,  )»rocoed  to  sell  the  tract  of  land  afore- 
said, at  public  auction,  on  the  premises,  to  the  highest  bidder,  for 
cash,  as  to  so  much  of  the  purchase  money  as  will  be  sufficient  to 
satisfy  this  decree,  and  upon  such  credit  as  to  the  residue  as  the 
defendant  may  direct,  or  as  the  said  commissioner  may  deem  judi- 
cious ;  and  out  of  the  cash  proceeds  of  sale,  the  said  sheriff  is  direc- 
ted to  pay  to  the  plaintiff  the  principal  and  interest  hereby  decreed. 
And  the  said  commissioner  is  directed  to  make  report  of  any  pro- 
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ceedings  by  him  hereunder  to  the  court.  And  unless  the  parties 
shall  agree  among  themselves  upon  the  amount  to  be  allowed  for 
the  alleged  difference  of  quantity,  between  the  lines  said  to  have 
been  pointed  out  to  the  defendant  and  those  pursued  by  the  sur- 
veyor, then  either  party,  upon  notice,  may  cause  the  said  tract 
to  be  again  surveyed,  to  ascertain  the  said  quantity,  in  which 
case  the  surveyor  is  to  return  a  report  and  plat  of  the  said  sur- 
vey to  the  court. 

And  the  court  doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  defend- 
ant do  pay  unto  the  plaintiff  the  costs  by  him  expended  in  tho 
prosecution  of  this  suit. 

Decree  in  a  case  in  which  assignee  for  value  of  note  given 
for  purchase  of  land,  brought  suit  against  his  assignor^ 
the  vendor  and  the  vendee,  for  a  specific  performance  of 
€ontract,(d) 

This  cause  came  on,  Ac.  On  consideration  whereof,  the  court 
doth  adjudge,  order  and  decree,  that  the  plaintiff  recover  of  the 
8idd  Q.  B.  W.  the  sum  of  $154  34,  with  interest  thereon  from  the 
5th  day  of  November,  1838,  until  paid,  and  his  costs  bv  him 
about  the  prosecution  of  his  suit  in  this  behalf  expended ;  and 
upon  the  payment  of  said  debt,  interest  and  costs,  it  la  further 
ordered  tnat  the  clerk  do  deliver  to  the  said  Q.  B«  W.  the  origi- 
nal deed  filed,  as  an  exhibit  with  the  bill,  retaining  a  certified 
oopy  thereof,  to  be  filed  with  tho  papers  in  the  cause.  And  it 
is  further  adjudged,  ordered  and  decree,  that  unless  the  said  Q. 
B.  W.  shall  pay  to  the  plaintiff  the  debt,  interest  and  costs  afore- 
said, within  sixty  days  after  the  entering  of  this  decree,  the 

sheriff  of  G county,  after  advertising  the  time  and  place  of 

sale  by  advertisement  published,  &c.,  and  posted,  &c.,  for  four 
weeks  successively,  do  proceed  before  the  court-house  of  said 
X30unty,  on  some  court  day,  to  sell  said  land  in  said  deed  described, 
upon  a  credit  of  six  and  twelve  months,  taking  from  the  pur- 
chaser bond  and  security,  and  retaining  a  lien  on  the  land  for  tho 
security  of  the  purchase  money,  and  report  his  proceeding?  in 
order  to  a  final  decree. 


{a)  Haniiu  v  Wilson.  3  Grat.  216.    In  this  case  the  vendor  retainei)  the 
title  to  the  land  as  a  security  for  the  purchase  money.    The  vendor  8ubse»> 

2uent  to  sale  assigned  for  value  a  note  given  for  purchase  money.  The 
lourt  of  Appeals  of  Virginia,  held  that  the  assignee  of  the  vendor  might 
maintain  a  suit  for  specific  performance  against  his  assignor  and  the  vent- 
dor,  and  directed  the  decree  to  be  entered,  a  copy  of  which  is  found  abov«. 
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PRACTICAL  NOTES  TO  DECREES  FOR  SPECIFIC  PER- 
FORMANCE. 

See  "  Practical  Notes  to  Bills  in  Equity,  &;c." 

When  refuted* 

Ward  T  Webber  &  ala-,  1  Wash.  279 ;  Smallwood  v  Mercer  and  Haas- 
borough  1  Wash.  290;  Graham  v  Call,  5  Munf.  396;  Graham  ▼  Hendieo, 
5MuDf.  185;  Harrie&als.  T  Banks,!  Rand. 408;  Darlington ▼  McCoole,  1 
Leigh,  36 ;  Reed^s  heirs  v  Vannorsdale  &  ux.,2  Leigh,  569 ;  Watts  &  als, 
V  Kenney  6l  ux.,  3  Leigh,  272;  Payne  ▼  Graves,  5  Leigh,  561 ;  Moore's 
admVs  v  Fitz  Randolph  &  als.,  6  Leigh,  175 ;  Pigg  v  Corder,  12  Leigh,  69; 
McCann  v  Jnnef,  1  Rob.  256;  Bowles  v  Woodson,  6  Grat.  78. 

When  compelled. 

White  V  Atkinson,  2  Wash.  94 ;  Long v  Colston,!  H.  &  M.  11!  ;  Hookv 
Ross,  4  M.  97 ;  Beverley  v  Lawson's  heirs,  3  Munf.  317 ;  Birchett  &.  als.  t 
Boiling,  5  Munf.  442;  Wilde,  d^c.  v  Fox,  &c.,  1  Rand.  164;  Evans  v 
Kingsberry  &  wife,  2  Rand.  120 ;  Anthony  v  Lcftwich*8  representatives,  3 
Rand.  238;  Tapp  v  Beverley,  1  Leigh,  80 ;  Edwards  v  Van  Bibber,  1  Leigh, 
231;  Foley  V  McKeown,  4  Leigh,  627;  Williams  v  Lewis,  5  Leigh,  686; 
Smith  V  Jones,  7  Leigh,  165;  Clarke  &.  ala.  v  Curtis,  11  Leigh,  559;  Han- 
na  V  Wilson.  3  Grat.  243. 

There  should  not  be  a  decree  to  pay  money,  absolutely  on  bill  for  spe- 
cific performance,  but  court  may  give  defendant  election  either  to  pay  the 
money  or  to  perform  the  agreement  specifically.  Hook  v  Ross,  H.  & 
31.  300. 

When  d^Jicieney  in  /and  sold. 

See  JoUife  v  Hite,  1  Call,  301;  Anthony  v  Oldacrc,  4  CaU  489 ;  Ques- 
nel  V  Woodlief,  6  Call,  218  ;  Nelson  v  Matthews,  2  H.  &  M.  164  ;  Hull  v 
Cunningham's  cx*or,  1  Munf.  330;  Humphrey's  adm'r  v  McClenahan*s 
adm'r  &  heirs,  I  Munf.  493;  Grantland  v  Wight,  2  Munf.  179;  Nelson  v 
Carrington  ex*or.  4  Munf.  332 ;  Fleet  v  Hawkins,  6  Munf.  188 ;  Tucker  v 
Cooke,  2  Rand.  51 ;  Castleman  &  als.  v  Vcitch  Sc  [als.,  3  Rand.  598 ;  Bed- 
ford V  Hickman,  5  Call,  236 ;  Roger  &  als.  v  Kane's  adm'r  and  heirs,  5 
Leigh,  60C ;  Key  tons  v  Brawfords,  5  Leigh,  39  ;  Neal  v  Logan,  1  Grat.  14, 
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MISCELLANEOUS  ORDERS   AND  DECREES   IN    TI{E   VIRGINIA    STATE 

COURTS. 

1 .    Order  removing  cause  from  county  or  corporation  court. 

SCode  of;  Virginia,  chap.   169,  sec.  4.      See  also  Triplett  r. 
^  er,4H.&M.  413.). 

K.  M,,  plaintiffs  against  R.  K.,  defendant^  on  motion  for  a  writ 
of  certiorari,  &c. 

On  motion  of  K.  M.,  it  appearing  to  the  court  that  R.  K. 
has  had  due  notice)  of  this  motion,  it  is  ordered  that  a  wi'it  of 
certiorari  be  awarded  him  to  remove  hither  a  suit  in  equity,  de- 
pending  in  the  county  (or  corporation)  court  of county,  be- 
tween we  said  R.  K.,  plaintin,  and  the  said  K.  M.,  defendant, 
returnable  here  to  the day  of  this  [or  the  next)  term. 

Note. — Writ  may  be  awdrded  on  petition  in  vacation.     Sec  Code   of 
Virginia,  chap.  169,  sec.  4.    An  appellate  court  may  award  a  writ  of  cer- 
tiorari.   See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  182,  eec.  1. 

It  waa  the  practice  formerly  to  require  a  bond,  when  a  writ  of  certio- 
rari was  awarded  to  remove  a  suit  or  action  at  law.  Rob.  Forms,  edit. 
1826,  p.  90.  Quaere:  as  to  the  propriety  at  this  time  of  requiring  bond 
with  security  in  such  cases. 

3.   Order  made  to  county  or  corporation  court  removing  cause 
from  a  county  or  corporation  court  to  a  circtiit  court. 

See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  174,  sec.  1 ;  also  sec.  t\ 

A.  B.,  plaintiff s  against  O.  D.,  defendant. 

It  appearing  that  this  suit  has  remained  pending  in  tliis  ooui*t 
more  than  one  year,  it  is  ordered  that  the  same  i>o  removed  to 
the  circuit  court  for  this  county. 

3,    Order  for  remove  of  suit  from  county  or   corporation 
courts  after  notice,  by  a  circuit  court. 

See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  174,  sec.  2 ;  also  sec.  '). 

A.  B.,  plaintiffs  against  C.  D.,  defendant. 

On  the  motion  of  A.  B.,  plaintiff  in  a  suit  in  equity  instituted 

in  the  —  court  of ,  against  C.  D.,  it  appearing  that  the 

said  C.  D.  has  had  twenty  days  previous  notice  of  this  motion,  it 
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is  ordered  that  the  said  suit  be  removed  from  the court  of 

this  coanty,  (or  corporation,)  to  this  court. 

NoTK."— Does  not  this  power  of  removal  supply  the  place  of  a  certioiari, 
as  contained  in  form  No.  1,  preceding,  when  that  order  is  entered  in  conrtf 

4.  Order  for  removal  from  one  circuit  court  to  another,  or 
to  a  court  of  the  county  or  corporation. 

See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  174,  sec.  3 ;  also  sec.  5. 

A.  B.,  jMntiff\  asainst  C.  D.,  defendant. 

On  moUon  of  O.  D.,  the  pbuntm  A.  B.,  having  had  due  no- 
tice of  this  motion,  it  is  ordered  that  the  said  suit  be  removed  to 

the court  of  the  county  (or  corporation)  of ,  [or,  when 

not  on  motion  of  party,  as  follows :  The  judge  of  this  court  being 
80  situated  as  to  render  it  improper  in  his  judgment  for  him  to 
decide  this  suit,  it  b  ordered,  &c.  as  before.] 

5.  Order  changing  plaintiffs  to  make  them  toitnesees. 

See  Gait,  &c.  v.  Carter,  6  Munf.  245. 

A.  B.  and  L.  M.,  plaintiffs,  agunst  G.  D.,  defsndant. 
The  powers  of  L.  M.,  as  trustee  in  a  deed,  &c.,  having  been 
revoked,  and  AL  N.  having  been  substituted  in  his  stead  as  such 
trustee,  it  is  ordered  that  this  suit  be  discontinued  in  the  name 
of  the  said  L.  M.,  as  one  of  the  plaintiffs  therein,  and  be  pro- 
ceeded in  the  name  of  the  said  M.  N.,  as  one  of  the  plaintijffii 
therein ;  and  the  said  M.  N.,  and  the  plaintiff  A,  B.,  are  required 
to  pay  into  the  court  the  costs  which  have  been  incurred  by  the 
detendant  0.  D.,  about  his  defence  to  this  suit,  and  to  enter  into 
bond,  with  sufficient  security,  pavable  to  the  said  defendant,  con- 
ditioned* to  pay  him  all  costs  which  may  hereafter  accrue  to  the 
defendant 


NoTK.— If  injunction  case,  see  Gait,  Ate.  v  Carter,  abore  cited,  for  farther 
order. 

See  section  SOO  of  preceding  volume  as  to  order*  when  party  desires  to 
have  a  plaintiff's  name  struck  out,  in  order  to  hare  him  examined  as  a  wit- 
ness. In  such  case  the  plaintiff  has  a  rirht  to  strike  his  name  out,  and  to 
make  him  a  defendant  by  amendment*  though  without  the  consent  of  de- 
fendant, if  the  co-plaintiff  **  give  security  for  the  costs  already  incnrred." 
2  DanM  Ch.  Prac.  449. 

The  rule  which  prohibits  a  defendant  from  examining  the  plaintiff  as 
witness,  without  his  consent,  does  not  extend  to  prevent  his  so  examining 
a^proehein  amy,  because  otherwise  the  plaintiff,  bV  making  a  material  wit$ 
ness  a  produtHamy^rnxgYA  rob  the  other  side  of  tne  benefit  of  his  testimo 
ay ;  and  accordingly  when  a  defendant  had  obtained  an  order  at  the  rolls, 
for  liberty  to  examme  a  plaintiff,  and  also  a  proekHm  amif,  as  witnesses 
in  the  cause,  upon  a  motion  being  made  to  discharge  the  oraer,  it  was  onlr 
discharged  as  to  the  plaintiff,  andnot  as  to  xh^prodiein  amy.  IHin*l  Ch. 
Fr.,  Vol.  II,,  p.  267. 
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6.  Order  by  county  court  for  removal  of  partition  suit, 
wAe?'e  the  dividend  of  a  party  exceeds  the  value  of  three 
hundred  dollars. 

Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  124,  sec.  2. 

A.  M.  and  G.  L.,  j)laintiffs,  against  B.  C,  i).  K.  and  M.  N., 
defsTidarUs, 

In  the  opinion  of  the  court,  the  distributive  share  of  the  de- 
fendant IVI.  N.  in  the  land  in  the  proceedings  mentioned,  is  of 
greater  amount  or  value  than  the  sum  of  three  hundred  dollars, 
and  it  is  therefore  ordered,  that  this  suit  be  I'emoved  to  tiie  cir- 
cuit court  of  this  county,  (<w*  city,  or  town.) 

7.  An  order  for  removeJ  of  a  report  of  fiduciary  accouiitH 
from  county  or  corporation  court  to  a  circuit  court,  may  be  made. 
Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  133,  sec.  33. 

8.  An  order  may  be  made  directing  pending  case  to  be  struck 
from  docket,  where  there  has  been  no  order  or  proceeding  for 
more  than  seven  years,  but  to  continue  it,  wheh  in  the  discretion 
of  the  court  it  is  proper.    Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  173,  sec.  7. 

« 
9.   Order  appointing  gtiardian  ad  litem  to  infant  or  insane 

defendants* 

Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  122,  sec.  30;  chap.  171,  sec.  16: 
chap.  176. 

A.  3.,  plaintiff,  against  W.  B.  and  N.  C,  defendatUs, 

On  the  motJjMi  <jf^  TFU\^'  ^'  ^^  assigned  as  guardian  ad  litem 

to  the  infant  aefenSant  jfr.  0.,  to  defend  his  interests  in  this 

8uit.(a)  ^ 

10,  Order  compelling  plaintiff  to  make  election  whether  he 
will  proceed  at  law  or  m  equity.  See  Gibbs  i\  Perkinson,  4  H. 
&  M.  415. 

11.  Rule  to  speed* 

A.  B,,  plaintiff  against  C.  D.  and  other,  def&ndarUs, 
The  plaintiff  in  mis  cause  having  failed  to  prosecute  his  suit 
by  maturing  his  cause  for  a  hearing  as  against  the  defendants 


(a)  The  court  may  compel  the  guardian  ad  litem  to  act,  but  he  will 
not  be  liable  for  costs,  and  will  be  allowed  his  reasonable  costs,  which  the 
party  on  «rhose  motion  he  was  appointed  will  be  compelled  to  pay.  Code 
of  Virginia,  ch.  171,  sec  16.  See  2  Call,  1 ;  2  Munf.  129,  342 ;  4  Munf.  439; 
2  Rand.  174, 409 ;  6  Munf.  99. 

40* 
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B.  K.  and  others,  on  the  motion  of  the  defendant  C.  D.,  by  ooon- 
iel,  it  is  ordered  that  unless  the  plaintiff  proceed  by  proper  pro- 
cess to  mature  this  cause  for  a  hearing,  at  or  before  the  tenu 
next  afier  he  shall  have  been  served  wiSi  a  copy  of  this  order, 
the  bill  of  the  said  plaintiff  be  dismissed  at  his  costs. 

12.  Defendants  death  suggested  and  rule  to  speed  the  cause. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

On  the  motion  of  the  defendant  H.  K.,  late  sheriff  of  the 
county  of  Hanoyer,  and  as  such  administrator  of  W.  J.,  de- 
ceased,  by  counsel,  the  deaths  of  the  defendants,  T.  G.,  ad- 
ministrator of  J.  M.  S.,  deceased,  and  B.  B.,  executor  of  B.  0., 
deceased,  are  suggested:  And  on  the  further  motion  of  the  «dd 
defendant,  by  counsel,  it  is  ordered  that  unless  the  plaintiffs  pro- 
ceed by  proper  process  to  reyiye  and  mature  this  cause  for  hear- 
injg,  at  or  before  the  term  next  after  they  shall  haye  been  served 
with  a  copy  of  this  order,  the  bill  of  the  said  plaintiflb  be  dis- 
missed at  their  costs. 

13.  Order  dismissing  suit,  plaintiff  failing  to  mature    his 

suit  for  a  hearing. 

A.  B.,  p2atfi^,  against  0.  D.,  and  others,  defendants. 

The  plaintiffm  ttiis  cause  having  been  duly  served  with  a 

eopy  of  the  order  entered  herein  on  Hie day  of ,  he 

stui  failii^  to  mature  this  suit  to  a  hearing  aeainst  the  defend- 
ants R,  K.  and  others,  on  the  motion  of  defendant  C.  D.,  by 
oounsel,  it  is  ordered  that  the  same  be  dismissed,  and  that  tiie 

Slaintiff  pay  unto  the  defendant  C.  D.,  his  costs  by  him  about  his 
efence  in  uiis  behalf  expended. 

14.  Order  for  payment  of  money  to  plaintiff  pending  suit. 

I^This  is  sometimes  ordered  in  the  case  of  a  married  woman 
(suing  for  a  divorce,  or  alimony,]  for  the  support  of  the  plaintiff, 
and  to  enable  her  to  prosecute  the  suit,  it  Rob.  Pr.  346.  So, 
also,  in  the  case  of  an  infant.  Ibid.  3  John  Ch.  Rep.  1.  And 
in  other  oases,  1  Hopkins  Ch.  Rep.  1^4,  507.] 

15.  Order  for  party  to  pay  money  into  court. 

[There  are  many  cttses  in  which  such  an  order  should  be  made. 
When  defendant  in  his  answer  admits  a  sum  of  money  to  be  in 
his  hands  belonging  to  plaintiff.  3  Bro.  0.  C.  365 ;  1  New.  Ch. 
202 ;  the  purchaser  of  an  estate  when  he  has  under  an  agree- 
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ment,  taken  possession  of  the  estate  without  any  engagement  on 
the  part  of  the  vendor  that  he  should  not  be  called  on  to  pay  the 
purchase  money  until  a  good  title  can  be  made,  will  be  or- 
dered to  pay  the  purchase  money  into  court.  15  Ves.  317 ;  1 
New.  Ch.  Pr.  203.  And  in  many  other  cases  a  like  order  will  be 
made.    See  New.  Ch.  Pr.  203.] 

1(5.  Order  io  lend  out  money  or  invest  in  stocky  Sfc. 

[For  this  purpose  a  commissioner  is  usually  appointed,  who 
should  be  required  to  give  security  agreeably  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  178,  sec.  1.  When  money  standing  to 
the  credit  of  a  cause  is  lent  out,  it  is  usual  to  require  rtfa^^secunty, 
and  in  some  cases  both  real  and  personal  security  is  required. 
The  terms  of  the  loan  are  usually  upon  the  condition  that  the 
borrower  return  the  amount  of  money  within  sixty  days,  after  he 
has  been  required  to  do  so  by  an  order  or  decree  of  the  court.] 

17.   Order  changing  next  friend  to  make  him  a  toitnesa. 

(See  1  Rand.  153.) 

G.  H.,  an  infant,  under  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  who  sues 
by  M.  N„  his  next  friend,  plairUiff\  against  L.  K.  and  N.  R.,  de- 
jeudcLTUs. 

The  defendants  desiring  to  examine  as  a  witness  in  this  cause 
on  their  behalf,  the  said  M.  N.,  who  is  the  next  friend  of  the  in- 
fant plaintiff,  and  it  appearing  by  an  affidavit  filed  by  the  said 
defendants  that  the  testimony  of  the  said  M.  N.  is  material  to 
their  defence  to  this  suit,  it  is  ordered  that  the  name  of  the  said 
M.  N.  be  struck  out  of  the  record  as  next  friend,  and  that  J.  B. 
be  substituted  as  the  next  friend  of  the  said  infant,  to  prosecute 
this  suit  in  his  behalf. 

Note*  — See  Mitf.  PI.  25,  et  seq.  In  the  foregoing  order  the  next  friend 
is  struck  out,  because  of  the  general  rule  in  equity  that  a  plaintiff  cannot 
be  examined  as  a  witness.    See  sec.  200,  anf^.     Quaere:  Does  not  this 

fenaial  rule  admit  of  exception  in  the  case  of  a  next  friend  plaintiff 7 
Daniel  thinks  this  case  should  be  excepted  from  the  operation  of  the  rule ; 
otherwise,  says  that  writer,  a  party  bv  making  a  material  witness  a  next 
JHendt  might  rol:fthe  other  side  of  the  benefit  of  his  testimony.  11  Dan.  Ch. 
Pr  450 ;  that  writer  cites  a  decision  to  that  effect.  Bird  v  Owen,  Mos.  312. 
The  reason  cited  by  Daniel  is  unsatisfactory,  because  the  defendant  may 
secure  the  testimony  by  having  the  name  of  next  friend  struck  out  of  the 
record-^but  should  he  be  put  to  the  inconvenience  of  delay  and  the  costs 
of  this  procedure  1 

See  Jddge  Roane's  opinion  in  Burwell  &  als.  v  Corbin  &.  als.,  1  Rand. 
150,  on  doctrines  concerning  next  friend,  his  responsibilities,  d&c.  See  also 
Hite's  ex'or  v  Kite's  legatees,  2  Rand.  409. 
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18.  Order  alhmng  creditor  to  prefer  his  claim.(a) 

A.  B.,  who  sues,  &g.,  plaintiff,  against  R.  M:  adm'r,  &  als.,  dt- 
/endants. 

This  day,  G.  N.,  presented  his  petition  to  the  court,  praying  to 
be  admitted  a  party  plaintiff  in  this  suit,  and  agreeing  to  contri- 
bute to  the  expense  of  this  suit  and  it  is  accordingly  ordered 
tiiat  the  said  0.  N.  be  admitted  as  a  party  plaintiff,  and  that  he 
contribute  towards  defraying  the  expenses  of  this  suit. 

19.  Rule  for  security  for  costs  by  clerk*    Code  of  Virginia, 

chap  185,  sec.  2.     . 

A.  B.,  plaintiff,  against  0.  D.,  defendant. 

The  plaintiff  in  this  suit  not  beine  an  inhabitant  of  this  com- 
monwealtii,  the  clerk  of  this  court  demands  of  her  security  for 
the  payment  of  the  costs  which  may  be  incurred  in  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  same.  And  the  court  doth  order  that  unless  such 
aecmrity  be  giyen  within  sixty  days  from  the  date  hereof,  that  the 
bill  of  the  plaintiff  be  dismissed  at  her  costs  as  an  act  of  tins 
day: 

20.  Order  depriving  father  and  mother  of  custody  of  child 

James  B,  exparte. 

In  obedience  to  the  order  made  in  this  case  on  yesterday,  James 
B.,  a  free  person  of  color,  an  infant  under  the  age  of  twenty-one 
years,  was  this  day  again  brought  before  this  court ;  and  the 
court  having  maturely  considered  of  its  judgment  and  decree  to 
be  rendered  in  the  premises,  is  of  opinion  from  the  evidence  that 
H.  0.  B.  is  a  man  of  most  infamous  character,  and  in  no  respect 
a  proper  custodian  for  his  son  James,  and  doth  order  that  he  be 
discharged  from  the  custody  of  his  said  father.  And  the  court, 
further  considering  that  his  mother,  Keziah,  is  proved  goiltjr  of 
adultery  and  to  have  borne  a  bastard,  now  some  twelve  or  ei^ 
teen  months  old,  and  that  therefore  the  said  James  should  not  be 
committed  to  her  care,  doth  further  order  that  a  copy  of  this  de- 


fa)  Upon  a  bill  by  a  creditor  of  the  decedent,  in  behalf  of  hinaself  and 
others,  the  court  will  let  in  creditors  at  any  time  while  the  fund  is  in  court 
11  Veeey.  602. 

In  these  cases  there  is  usually  a  petition  by  the  creditor,  and  he  is  admit- 
ted a  party  plaintiff  upon  filin?  his  petition  and  agreeing  to  contribute  to 
the  expense  of  the  suit.  See  Anderson  v.  Anderson,  &c.,  4  H.  &  M.  475. 
When  case  is  before  the  commissioner,  however,  a  creditor  may  come  in 
and  prove  his  claim  without  preferring  a  petition. 
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cisioii  be  forthwith  furnished  to  one  or  more  of  the  overseers  of 
the  poor  for  the  city  of  Richmond.  And  as  the  said  James  was 
committed  to  the  custody  of  the  sheriff  of  Henrico  county,  at  the 
instance  of  the  petitioner  Keziah,  it  is  ordered  that  the  le^  ex- 
penses to  the  said  sheriff,  for  keeping  the  said  James  B.  in  his 
custody,  be  paid  by  the  said  Keziah.  And  as  to  the  costs  of  this 
case,  it  is  ordered  that  the  said  Keziah  and  H.  C.  B.,  do  pay  the 
same  in  equal  proportions,  that  is  to  say,  one-half  to  be  paid  by 
tlie  said  H.  C.  B.,  the  other  half  by  the  said  Keziah. 

21.  Order  removing  a  catise  to  the  circuit  court  of  the  United 

States. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

The  defendant  P.  B.,  having  this  day  entered  his  appearance 
at  the  suit  of  the  plaintiff,  and  filed  a  petition  for  the  removal 
thereof  into  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States,  for  the  Fifth 
Circuit  and  Virginia  District,  and  also  given  ^ood  and  sufficient 
security  for  his  entering  into  such  court,  on  the  first  day  of  the 
next  session,  copies  of  the  process  issued  against  him,  pursuant 
to  an  Act  of  Confess,  entitled  *'  An  Act  to  establish  the  Judicial 
Courts  of  the  United  States,''  the  court  accepteth  the  security 
and  will  proceed  no  further  in  the  cause. 

ORDERS  RELATING  TO  ANSWERS. 

22.  Antwer  referred  to  commissioner  to  expunge  scandalous 

matter. 

(*)  (Names  of  parties.) 

The  court  doth  refer  the  answer  put  in  by  the  defendant  R.  B. 
to  the  bill  of  the  plaintiffs,  to  one  of  its  commissioners,  for  the 
purpose  of  expunging  the  impertinent  and  scandalous  matter 
therein  contsuned,  and  order  the  said  defendant  to  pay  the  costs 
of  executing  this  order. 

23.  Last  order  set  aside ;  and  commissioner  to  report  scan- 

daious  matter. 

(^)  (Names  of  parties.) 

For  reasons  appearing  to  the  court,  the  order  made  in  this 
cause  on  Tuesday  last  is  set  aside,  and  the  court  doth  order,  on 
motion  of  the  plaintiffs  by  counsel,  that  the  answer  put  in  to  the 
bill  of  the  plaintiffs  by  the  defendant  R.  B.,  be  referred  to  com- 
missioner G.,  for  him  forthwith  to  report  to  the  court  such  mat- 
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ten  contftiiied  in  the  said  answer  as  shall  be  deemed  by  him  im- 
pertinent and  scandalous. 

24.  Exertions  to  answer  sustained. 

(Names  of  parties.) 

The  exceptions  to  the  answer  being  argued,  and  the  said  an- 
swer being  adjudged  insufficient,  it  is  ordered  that  the  defendant 
answer  the  plaintiff's  bill  more  fully  and  sufficiently  ;  and  that 
he  pay  to  the  plaintiff  his  costs,  occasioned  by  such  insufficient 
answer. 

25.  •Answer  and  exceptions  referred  to  a  commissioner. 

The  court  doth  order,  that  commissioner  L.  do  look  into  the 
plaintiff's  bill,  the  defendant's  answer,  and  the  plaintiff's  excep- 
tions taken  thereunto,  and  report  forthwith,  whether  the  defend- 
ant's answer  be  sufficient  in  the  points  excepted  to  or  not. 

26.  Report  of  commissioner  eonjirmed  ;  and  answer  adjudged 

insufficient* 

The  court  taking  into  consideration  the  report  of  commissioner 
L.,'madc  in  pursuance  of  the  order  of  the  17th  day  of  the  pre- 
sent term,  doth  confirm  the  said  report,  and  doth  adjudge  the 
answer  of  the  defendant,  so  far  as  it  is  reported,  not  to  be  respon- 
sive to  the  bill,  to  be  insufficient.  And  it  is  further  ordered,  Uiat 
the  defendant  answer  again  as  to  those  matters,  and  pay  to  the 
plaintiffs  all  the  eosts  by  them  expended  about  tiieir  said  excep- 
tions. 

37.  Defendant  ordered  to  be  brought  into  court  to  answer 

interrogatories. 

On  motion  of  the  plaintiff,  by  counsel,  and  for  reasons  appeal- 
ing to  the  court,  it  is  ordered  that  the  defendant  H.  L.,  Jr.,  be 

brought  into  court  by ,  a  messenger  for  that  purpose,  to 

answer  interrogatories  upon  oath ;  because  the  said  H.  jL.,  Jr., 
hath  fiiiled  to  £ae  his  answer  in  the  time  prescribed  by  law,  al- 
though duly  served  with  process  for  that  purpose. 

PROCESS  OP   COKTBMPT   TO  COMPEL  AN   ANSWER. 

28.  Order  for  attachment. 

(^)  Sea^/ost  order,  making  absolute  rule  for  attachment  against 
a  purchaser,  and  accommodate  to  case  of  answer. 
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89.  attachment t  with  proclamation  awarded. 

(*)  The  attachment  euod  forth  against  the  defendant  for  his 
contempt  in  not  filing  an  answer  (or,  a  sufficient  answer)  to  the 
bills  of  plaintiff,  being  returned  not  found,  on  the  motion  of  the 
plaintiff,  by  counsel,  an  attachment,  with  proclamation,  is  award'- 
6d  against  the  defendant,  returnable  here,  &c. 

30.   Commission  of  rebtllion  awarded. 

The  sheriff  of  the  county  of  11.  having  returned  the  attach- 
ment with  proclamation,  sued  forth  against  the  said  C.  P.,  the 
4ih  day  of  October  last,  that  he  had  caused  proclamation  to  be 
made  as  commanded  by  the  said  writ,  and  that  the  said  G.  P.  is 
not  to  be  found  within  his  bailiwick,  on  motion  of  the  plaintiff, 
by  counsel,  a  commission  of  rebellion  is  awarded  against  the 
said  0.  P. 

31.   Writ  of  sequestration  nisi. 

It  appearing  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court,  if  J,  F.,  who  was 
committed  to  the  jail  of  the  county  of  G.,  by  virtue  of  a  writ  of 
attachment  sued  forth  a^nst  him  for  his  contempt  in  not  an- 
swering the  bill  of  plaintiff  in  this  cause  has  made  his  escape 
from  the  said  jail,  and  is  now  going  at  large,  on  motion  of  AV. 
JR.,  by  counsel,  the  court  doth  award|^  writ  of  sequestration 
against  the  said  J.  F.,  and  appoint  J.  wTlI.,  or  any  two  of  them, 
commissioners  to  execute  the  said  writ,  unless  the  said  J.  F.,  on 

the  first  day  of  the term  next,  after  he  shall  have  been 

serred  with  a  copy  of  this  order,  shew  cause  to  the  contrary. 

32.   Writ  of   sequestration  awarded  absolutely. 

This  day  came  the  defendant,  W.  R.  by  counsel,  and  it  appear- 
ing by  the  affidavit  of  J.  C.  L.,  that  J.  T.  hath  been  duly  served 
with  a  copy  of  the  rule  entered  against  him  in  this  cause  the 
23d  day  of  June  last,  and  he  failing  to  appear  and  shew  cause 
against  it,  on  motion  of  the  defendant,  VV.  R.,  by  oounseLthe 
Baid  rule  is  made  absolute ;  and  the  court  doth  appoint  J.  "VVjp., 
or  any  two  of  them,  commissioners  to  execute  the  writ  of  seques- 
tration awarded  by  the  said  rule. 

33.   Order  for  Commissioners  named  in  writ  of  sequestra^ 
Hon  to  sell  goods  and  rent  out  lands, 

R.  B.  and  0.,  three  of  the  commissioners  named  in  the  writ  of 
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aequestraUon  heretofore  issued  in  this  cause,  having  made  return 
thereof  that  they  have  entered  upon  all  the  real  estate  whereof 
the  said  J.  F.  was  seized  and  possessed ;  and  also,  that  they  have 
taken  into  their  hands  all  his  personal  goods  and  chattels  where- 
of he  waa  found  in  possession,  subject,  as  they  suppose,  to  the 
incumbrances  annexed  to  their  said  return,  but  which  they  hold 
readyfor  the  further  order  of  the  court ;  on  the  motion  of  the 
said  W.  R.,  by  counsel,  it  is  ordered  that  the  said  commissioners 
who  made  the  return  aforesaid,  or  any  two  of  them,  after  giving 
reasonable  public  notice  thereof,  do  sell  at  public  auction,  all  the 
goods  taken  by  them  as  aforesaid,  for  ready  mone;;r,  and  that  the^ 
pay  the  proceeds  thereof  into  the  Bank  of  Virginia,  to  the  credit 

of ,  subject  to  the  future  order  of  the  court ;  and  that  they 

or  any  two  of  them,  do  henceforth  proceed  to  rent  out  such  of 
the  lands  stated  in  their  said  return  as  are  not  already  rented; 
and  that  they,  or  any  one  of  them,  do  proceed  to  the  collection 
<lf  the  rents  that  are,  or  may  become  due,  for  any  of  the  said 
lands  rented,  or  to  be  rented,  and  pay  the  amount  thereof  into 
the  said  Bank,  to  the  credit  of ,  subject  to  the  future  or- 
der of  the  court,  unless  the  mortgagees,  whose  deeds  are  annexed 
to  the  said  return,  being  severally  served  with  a  copy  of  this  or- 
der, can  shew  cause  to  the  contrary,  on  or  before  the  first  day  of 
the  next  term  after  such  service. 


rROdSft  or  CONTKM FT  TO  GOHPIL  OBKDIENCX   TO   DECBESS. 

34.  Rule  for  mitmchment  against  purchaser. 

A.  ^.j  plaintiffs  agidnst  C.  D.,  defendant. 

It  appearing  to  the  court,  from  the  report  of  P.  H.  of  the  sale, 
made  by  him  as  commissioner  of  this  court,  under  the  decree 
entered  herein  on  the  eleventh  day  of  February,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  forty-nine,  that  J.  R.  0.  became  the  purchaser  of  the 
property  sold  under  the  said  decree,  and  that  ne  hath  failed  to 
comply  with  the  terms  of  his  said  purehase :  On  the  motion  of 
the  plaintiffs  by  counsel,  the  court  doth  order  that  an  attachment 
be  sued  forth  against  the  said  J.  R.  C.  for  his  contempt  in  failing 
to  pay  into  the  office  of  discount,  and  deposit  of  the  Farmers 
Bank  of  Virginia  at  Alexandria,  the  sum  of  six  hundred  and 
seventy  dollars  thirty-one  and  one-fourth  cents,  on  the  eighteenth 
day  of  May  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,  that  being  the 
amount  of  the  note  executed  by  him  for  a  portion  of  the  sdd 
purchase  money  and  negotiable  and  payable  at  the  said  Bank  at 
the  date  aforesaid,  and  taken  under  ana  in  pursuance  of  the  di- 
rections of  the  said  decree  of  sale.  Unless  the  said  J.  R.  C. 
having  been  previously  served  with  a  copy  of  this  order,  shew 
oause  to  this  court  to  the  contrary  on  Saturday  the  twenty-fourth 
day  of  the  present  month. 
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Aiiachrhent  made  absolute. 

On  motion  of  the  plaintiff,  by  counsel,  and  for  good  cause 
shown,  the  court  doth  order  that  an  attachment  be  sued  forth 
against  J.  R.  C,  the  purchaser  of  the  property  sold  under  the 
decree  entered  in  this  cause  on  the  11th  day  of  February  1849, 
for  his  contempt  in  failing  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  his  said 
purchase  by  failing  to  pay  into  the  office  of  discount  and  deposit 

of  the  Farmers  Bank  of  Virginia  at  ,  the  sum  of 

1670  31}  cents  on  the  18th  day  of  May  1849. 

Notes. — For  form  of  attachment,  see  p.  414  ante,  and  follow  form  there 
found  changing  the  endorsement  to  adapt  it  to  this  caRe,  thus:  "  For  not 
obeying  the  decree  of     ■  requiring  within  named  J.  R.  C.  to  comply 

with,  &c.,  (followi  »g  terms  of  the  order.)"  If  the  attachment  be  executed, 
the  body  of  J.  R.  C.  will  be  brought  iu  the  presence  of  the  court,  which 
will  make  such  order  as  it  deems  fit.  If  attachment  be  returned  "not 
found,'  then  pursue  the  ordinary  process  of  contempt,  &c.,  to  a  seauestra- 
tion.  See  ante  p.  414,  and  acco-nmodnte  processes  to  the  case  of  disobey- 
ing a  decree. 

As  to  process  of  sequestrators,  see  11  Dan.  Ch.  Pr.  715,  et  seg. 

Order  granting  leave  to  re-examine  witnesses. 

The  plaintiff,  by  his  counsel,  this  day  moved  the  court  for  an 
order  allowing  him  to  re-amine  and  retake  the  depositions  of  S. 
G.  and  R,  H.  D.,  whose  depositions  have  been  heretofore  taken  in 
this  cause,  of  which  motion  the  plaintiff  produced  a  notice  with 
evidence  of  the  due  service  thereof  upon  the  defendant,  "W.  J.  C, 
and  the  said  plaintiff  also  filed  his  own  affidavit  in  support  of  the 
said  motion :  On  consideration  whereof  .the  court  doth  grant  to 
the  said  plaintiff  leave  to  re-examine  and  retake  depositions  o  S. 
G.  and  R.  H,  D.,  to  be  read  as  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  said 
plaintiff  in  this  cause,  giving  to  the  defendants  reasonable  notice 
of  the  time  and  place  of  retaking  the  said  depositions,  and  re- 
serving to  the  said  defendants  all  just  and  legal  exceptions  to  the 
reading  of  the  same,  when  retaken. 

Demurrer  to  a  bill  adjudged  good,  and  bill  dismissed. 

This  day,  &c.,  and  thereupon,  the  demurrer  of  the  defendant 
to  the  plamtiff's  bill  being  argued,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  court, 
that  the  said  demurrer  is  good :  Therefore,  it  is  decreed  and  or- 
dered, that  the  said  bill  be  dismissed  ;  and  that  the  plaintiff  pay 
to  the  defendant  his  costs, 

[Sometimes,  as  stated  in  preceding  volume,  the  court  iu  ad- 
judging a  demurrer  good,  allows  the  party  to  amend  his  bill.] 
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Lewt  grafUed  to  amend  ML 

On  motion  of  the  plaintiff,  by  counsel,  leave  is  granted  him  to 
amend  his  bill,  and  to  make  new  parties.  And  the  caose  is  sent 
to  ike  rules  for  that  purpose. 

Motion  to  file  a  hill  of  remew  overruled. 

Upon  the  motion  of  the  plaintiff,  by  counsel,  for  leave  to  file  a 
bill  of  review  to  the  decree  of  this  court,  pronounced  in  February 
last,  pursuant  to  a  decree  of  the  Court  of  Appeals,  pronounced 
on  the  8th  day  of  November  1810 :  On  consideration  liiereof,  the 
court  is  of  opinion,  that  the  errors  assigned  in  said  bill  are  not 
sufficient  to  authorise  a  review  of  the  said  decree ;  and,  therefore, 
doth  reject  the  motion. 

Cause  revived  by  consent. 

The  defendant  B.  L.,  having  departed  this  life,  by  consent  as 
well  of  the  plaintiffs  as  of  H.  L.  and  T.  L.,  executors  of  the  said 
B.  L.,  deceased,  it  is  ordered  that  this  suit  stand  revived  against 
the  said  executors. 


Final  process  in  United  States  Circuit  Courts  and  in 

Virginia  State  Courts. 

UNITED  STATES  COURTS. 

Fierifacias. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  the  Marshal  of 
the  Eastern  District  of  Virginia,  greeting : 

You  are  hereby  commanded  that  of  the  eoods  and  chattels  of 
A.  B.,  you  cause  to  be  made  the  sum  of  $500,  with  interest  on 
|496  part  thereof,  to  be  computed  at  the  rate  of  six  per  centum 
per  annum,  from  the  2nd  aay  of  November,  1853,  until  paid, 
which  J.  W.,  late  in  the  Court  of  the  U.  States  for  the  Fourth 
Circuit  and  Eastern  District  of  Virginia,  hath  recovered  against 

tiie  said  A.  B,,  by  a  decree  in  chancery  pronounced  on  the 

day  of 1  whereof  the  said  A.  B.  is  convict,  as  appears  to  us 

of  record:  And  that  you  have  the  said  sum  of  money  and  interest 
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before  the  Judges  of  said  Court  at  Richmond,  on  the  ■  Mon- 
day of next,  to  render  to  the  said  J.  W.  of  the  sum  of  mo- 

neyand  interest  as  aforesaid,  and  have  then  there  this  writ. 
Witness,  R.  B.  T.,  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 

United  States, (a)  at  Richmond,  this  day  of ,  and  in 

the year  of  the  Independence  of  the  TJ.  States  of  America. 

P.  M.,  C7<TAr. 

Writ  of  assiaiance,(a) 

The  President  of  the  United  States  of  America,  to  the  Marshal  of 
the District  of ,  Ghreeting : 

Whereas,  by  a  certain  decree  (or  order,j  made  in  our  Circuit 

Court  of  the  United  States  for  the Circuit,  &e.,  in  a  certain 

cause  therein  depending  between  A.  B.  complainant,  and  C.  D. 

defendant,  on  the day  of ,  it  was,  f  amonff  other  things 

therein  contained]  ordered,  adjudged  and  decreed  by  the  said 
court,  that  the  said  defendant  C.  I).,  should  delivered  into  the 
possession  of  the  said  A.  B.,  a  certain  lot  of  land  (here  describe 
land ;)  and  whereas  a  proper  affidavit  has  been  made  before  the 
clerk  of  our  said  court,  (6)  that  the  said  A.  B.  did  on  the  — -— 

day  of ,  make  a  demand  on  the  said  C.  D.  for  the  delivery  of 

th«  said  land  into  his,  the  said  A.  B.'s  possession,  according  to 
the  tenor  and  true  intent  of  the  said  decree  {or  order,)  and  mat 
the  said  C.  D.  did  thereupon  refuse  to  make  such  delivery  and  to 
obey  the  said  decree  {or  order ;}  therefore,  we  command  you  that 
immediately  after  receiving  this  writ,  you  go  to  and  enter  upon 
the  Btdd  land,  &c.,  and  that  you  eject  and  remove  therefrom  all 
and  every  person  or  persons  holding  and  detaining  the  same,  or 
any  part  thereof,  against  the  said  complainant ;  and  that  vou  put 
and  place  the  said  complainant,  or  his  assigns,  in  the  full,  quiet 
and  peaceable  possession  of  the  said  land,  &c.,  without  delay ; 
and  him  the  said  complainant  in  such  possession  thereof  from 
time  to  time  maintain,  keep  and  defena,  or  cause  to  be  kept, 
maintained  and  defended,  according  to  the  tenor  and  true  intent 
of  the  said  decree,  {or  order)  of  our  said  court. 

Witness,  R.  B.  T,,  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 

United  States,  (c)  at  Richmond,  this day  of ,  and  in 

the year  of  the  Independence"  of  the  U.  States  of  America. 

P.  M.,  Clerk. 


{mj  See  note  {bj  to  form  of  aubpfleBa  ante^  p.  409. 
{a)  Se«  IX.  Rule  Supreme  Court  U.  S.,  ante,  p.  221 ;  also  sec.  319, 321, 
of  preceding  volume. 

(fr)  Or  berore  any  officer  legally  autiiorised  to  administer  such  aflidavit. 
(O  See  note  {b)  to  form  of  subpoena  oftte,  p.  400. 
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The  injunction  which  formerly  preceded  the  iBSue  of  a  writ  of 
aasistance  in  the  English  courts,  was  as  follows : 

George  the  Second,  by  the  grace  of  God,  of  GfrecU  Britain, 
France  and  Ireland^  King,  defender  of  the  faith,  and  so  forth, 

To  ,  his  counsellors,  attorneys,  solicitors  and  agents,  and 

every  oue  of  them,  greeting :  Whereas  it  hath  been  represented 
unto  us,  in  our  Court  of  Chancery,  on  the  part  of complain- 
ant, that  he  hath  lately  exhibited  his  bill  of  comnlaint  into  our 

Baid  Court  of  Chancery,  against  you  the  said aefendant,  to  be 

relieved  touching  the  matters  therein  contained,  and  that  you  ihe 
Md  defendant  being  served  vnth  a  writ,  issuineoutof  our  saia  court, 
commanding  you  to  appear  to  and  answer  the  said  bill,  hoot  not 
obeyed  the  same,  hut  are  %n  contempt  to  an  attachment  for  not  appear- 
ing  to  and  answering  the  said  hUl;  and  yet  in  the  meantime  you 
m^justly,  as  is  alledged,  prosecute  the  said  complainant  at  law, 
touching  the  matters  in  tne  said  bill  complained  of:  We,  there- 
fore, in  consideration  of  the  prembes,  do  strictly  enjoin  and  com- 
mand you  the  said ,  ana  all  and  every,  the  persons  before 

mentioned,  under  the  penalty  of  two  hundred  pounds,  to  be 
levied  on  your  and  every  of  your  lands,  goods  and  chattels,  to 
our  use,  that  you  and  every  of  you  do  absolutely  desist  from  all 
further  proceedings  at  law  a^nst  the  said  complainant  touching 
any  of  we  matters  in  the  said  bill  complained  of,  until  you  the 
said  defendant  shall  have  fully  answered  the  said  bill,  cleared 
your  contempt,  and  our  said  court  shall  make  other  order  to  the 
contrary.  Aut  nevertheless,  the  said  defendant  is  at  liberty  to 
call  for  a  plea,  and  to  proceed  to  trial  thereon ;  and  for  want  of 
a  plea,  to  enter  up  judgment ;  but  execution  is  hereby  stayed. 

witness  ourseu  at  Westminster^  this  day  of  ,  in 

llie year  of  our  reign. 

PROCESS  OF    CONTEMPT. 

For  process  of  contempt  to  enforce  obedience  to  decrees,  see 
'^Process  of  Contempt,"  ante,  p  418. 

VIBGINIA   STATE   COURTS. 

Fierifacias. 

The  CoxMONWEAiTH  OP  Virginia,  2b  the of County, 

(xreeting : 

We  command  ^ou  that  of  the  goods  and  chattels  of  A.  B., 
late  in  jour  bailiwick,  you  cause  to  oe  made  the  sum  of  —  dol- 
lars, with  interest  thereon,  Ac.,  which  C.  D.  lately  in  our  Circuit 

Court  for  the  County  of ,  recovered  against  him  by  a  decree 

in  chancery  rendered  by  the  said  court ;  also  the  sum  of 

dollars,  which  to  the  said  C.  D.,  in  the  same  court,  were  adjudged 
for  his  costs  in  that  suit  expended ;  whereof  the  said  A.  B.  is 
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convict  as  appears  to  us  of  record,  and  that  you  have  iJie  said 
sums  of  money  before  the  Judge  of  our  said  Circuit  Courts  at  the 

Courthouse  in  the  County  of ,  on  the  first  day  of  tlie  iiexf 

termy(a)  to  render  to  the  said  C.  D.  of  tlie  principal  money,  inter- 
est and  costs  aforesaid.    And  have  then  there  this  writ. 

Witness,  J.  E.,  Clerk  of  our  said  Court,  this day  of , 

A.  D.  185 — ,  and  in  the year  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Vir- 
ginia. J.  E.,  Cierk, 

Vendiiioni  exponas. 

The  Commonwealth,  &c,,  Greeting: 

We  command  you  that  you  expose  to  sale  those  goods  and 

chattels  of  A«  B.,  to  the  value  of ,  which,  according  to  our 

command,  you  have  taken,  and  which  remain  in  your  hands  un- 
sold, as  you  have  certified  to  our  judges  (or  justices,)  of  our  — -— 

court,  to  satisfy  C.  D.  the  sum  of ,  whereof,  in  our  sidd 

court^  he  hath  recovered  execution  against  the  said  A.  B.,  by  vir- 
tue of  a  judgment  in  the  said  court,  and  that  you  have,  <Sbc. 
Witness,  &c.,  &c. 

Writ  of  elegit. 

See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  187,  sec.  8,  for  form  of  this  writ 
and  return  thereon.    See  also  chap.  186,  sec.  1. 

Process  of  conten^t. 

For  process  of  contempt  to  enforce  obedience  to  decrees,  8e« 
section  318  of  preceding  volume ;  also  process  of  contempt,  p.  413 
ante. 


a)  If  returnabl*  to  rules,  omittiikg  italics,  say :  "  And  how  you  shall 
haw  executad  this  writ,  make  knowtt  at  the  clerfc*i  office  of  our  said  Cir* 
cuit  Court  at  the  rules  to  be  held  for  the  said  court,  on  the  first  Monday, 


in next" 
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ADDENDA. 

The  following  additional  cases  afibcting  equity  pleading  and 
practice  are  cited  from  the  10th  volume  of  Grattan's  Reports : 

Decrees, — In  a  bill  by  purchaser  of  land  for  a  rescission  of  the 
contract  for  failure  by  vendor  to  convey  the  land,  there  being  a 
latent  ambiguity  in  the  contract  of  sale,  which  can  only  be  cleared 
up  by  a  survey,  it  is  error  to  decree  a  rescission  of  the  contract 
until  a  survey  is  made,  and  it  is  thus  ascertained  whether  tiie 
vendor  can  comply  with  his  contract.  Purccll  r.  McCleary  & 
als.,  10  Grat.  246. 

In  a  proceeding  for  the  sale  of  infant's  lands  under  the  value 
of  JSSOa,  (act  Rev.  Code  1819,  ch.  96,  sec.  20 ;  Suppl.  Rev.  Code, 
ch.  149,  sec.  2,)  the  order  or  decree  is  conclusive  upon  the  infant, 
and  ho  has  no  day  in  court  to  show  cause  against  it  upon  his 
coming  of  age.  Parker  &  als.  v.  McCoy  &  als.,  10  Grat.  594 ; 
and  though  the  decree  in  such  case  gives  the  infant  a  day  in 
court,  this  will  not  entitle  him  as  against  a  Itona  fide  purchaser 
under  the  decree  to  dishirb  the  sale.     Ibid. 

Where  the  record  stated  that  the  cause  came  on  to  be  heard 
by  consent,  and  an  interlocutory  decree  was  entered  directing 
the  sale  of  the  land  mentioned  m  the  bill ;  and  at  a  subsequent 
day  of  the  same  term,  it  was  suggested  that  there  was  anoUier 
suit  pending  in  the  s^me  court  by  another  plaintiff  against  (the 
defendant  in  first  suit)  and  others,  and  by  consent  of  parties  the 
suits  were  amalgamated  so  far  as  to  be  heard  together ;  and  by 
like  consent,  it  was  ordered  that  the  decree  for  sale  in  the  first 
suit  should  be  considered  as  havine  been  pronounced  in  both 
causes — held,  that  the  consent  of  both  parties  merely  cured  any 
irregularities  as  to  the  time  of  bringing  on  the  first  cause  for 
hearmg,  the  amaljgamating  the  two  causes,  and  in  making  the 
decree  as  entered  in  the  first  cause,  a  decree  in  both  cases  with- 
out a  formal  entry  in  each  case,  and  that  the  consent  did  not  ex- 
tend to  the  deeree  directing  tlie  sale  of  the  land,  or  cure  any 
error  therein.    Buchanan  vs.  Clark  and  als.  10  Grat.  164. 

When  a  decree  in  a  chancerv  cause  states  that  the  order  of 
publication  against  an  absent  defendant  has  been  duly  published, 
it  is  to  be  taken  in  an  appellate  court,  that  every  thing  required 
by  the  statute  has  been  aonc.  Moore  k  als.  v.  Holt,  10  Grat. 
284. 

Fraudulent  Conveyance, — A  creditor  at  large  may  maintain  a 
suit  in  equity  to  set  aside  a  fraudulent  deed  conveying  real  estate. 
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made  by  Ms  debtor,  both  the  debtor  and  his  grantee  Hying  and 
being  out  of  the  commonwealth.  Peay  v.  Morrison's  ex'ors,  10 
Grat.  149. 

Injunction, — An  injunction  refused  by  a  Judge  of  the  Circuit 
Oourt,  is  presented  to  a  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Appeals,  who  also 
refuses  it.  It  may  be  granted  by  another  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Appeals.    Jaynes  &  als.  v.  Brock,  10  Grat.  21L 

A  purchaser  of  land  coming  into  equity  to  enjoin  a  judgment 
for  the  purchase  money  on  tne  ground  of  defect  in  the  title, 
though  the  title  is  afterwards  perfected,  is  entitled  to  his  costs, 
and  the  injunction  to  be  dissolved  without  damages.  Ibid: 
Reeves  v.  Dickey,  10  Grat.  138. 

Though  the  owner  of  lands  has  ttio  legal  title  and  may  main- 
tain trespass,  yet  equity  has  jurisdiction  to  enjoin  another  party 
who  claims  lie  lands  from  taking  iron  ore  from  it,  Anderson  v* 
Harvey's  heirs,  10  Grat.  386. 

An  injunction  to  a  judgment  at  law  will  not  be  sustained  to 
allow  the  defendant  at  law  to  set  up  payments  or  seiroSa  which 
he  might  have  pleaded  at  law ;  and  if  a  discovery  was  necessary 
to  en  ^ble  him  to  prove  them  he  should  have  filed  his  bill  of  dis- 
covery in  aid  of  his  defence  at  law  ;  or  he  should  have  filed  in- 
terrogatories to  the  plaintiff  under  the  statute.  George  t?. 
Strangers  ex'or,  10  Grat.  499. 

An  injunction  to  a  judgment  at  law  will  not  be  sustained 
where  the  defendant  at  law  has  failed  to  make  his  defence  at  law 
from  ignorance  of  the  nature  of  the  proceeding  aeainst  him,  and 
a  misapprehension  of  the  stops  necessary  to  be  ti&en  in  order  to 
subject  him.    Meem  r.  Rueker,  506. 

The  mere  avernment  by  a  plaintiff  in  his  bill  aisklng  for  an  in- 
junction to  A  judgment  at  law,  of  the  facts  constitutmg  his  ex- 
cuse for  not  defending  himself  at  law  is  not  sufficient ;  he  must 
prove  them.    Ibid. 

The  damages  upon  the  dissolution  of  an  injunction  to  a  judg- 
ment, becomes  as  to  the  party  obtaining  the  injunction  a  part  of 
the  judgment,  and  embraced  in  the  lien  of  the  judgment. 
Michaux's  adm'r  v.  Brown  &  als.,  10  Grat.  112. 

An  injunction  to  inhibit  the  sale  of  property  by  trustees  is  not 
a  bar  to  their  brinjging  an  action  at  law  to  recover  the  trust  pro- 
perty ;  and  even  if  they  are  guilty  of  a  contempt,  that  is  to  be 
redressed  by  the  Court  of  Chancery  acting  upon  the  parties,  and 
will  not  prevent  the  maintenance  of  the  action  at  law.  Nichols 
r.  Campbell,  10  Grat.  660. 
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Plaintifr  in  a  foreign  attachment  may  enjoin  the  sale  of  the 
attached  effects  under  an  order  of  a  court  of  law  at  the  gait  df 
creditors  j)roceeding  by  attachment  at  law.  Moore  &  als.  r. 
Holt,  10  Grat.  284. 

W.  being  the  owner  of  a  lot  in  Danville,  made  a  verbal  agree- 
ment with  S.  for  the  sale  of  it  to  him.  S.  sold  to  A.,  who  re- 
ceived a  conveyance  for  the  lot  from  W.,  with  a  general  warranty, 
and  executed  ms  bonds  to  S.  for  a  balance  of  the  purchase  money. 
At  the  time  of  the  sale  the  lot  was  made  more  valuable  bjr  a 
change  in  the  street,  which  street  was  afterwards  returned  to  its 
ori^al  location  by  the  town  authorities.  S.  having  made  no 
representations  on  the  subject  to  A.,  having  been  ^dlty  of  no 
fraud,  and  having  made  no  warranty  of  title,  is  not  Bable  to  A. 
for  the  damage  he  has  sustained ;  and  A.  cannot  enjoin  the  col- 
lection of  the  purchase  money.  Price's  ex'ors  v,  Ayres,  10  Grat. 
575. 

A  part^  clfuming  that  ho  has  not  been  credited  for  all  money 
paid  oy  mm  to  the  sheriff  on  an  execution,  may  have  any  injus- 
tice done  to  him  in  that  respect  corrected  by  the  court  from 
whence  the  execution  issued ;  and  it  is  not  a  case  for  an  injunc- 
tion and  relief  in  equity.    Morrison  v.  Speer,  10  Grat.  228. 

i'aWt/ion.-— Upon  a  bill  for  the  partition  of  land,  if  the  title  of 
the  plaintiffs  is  doubtful,  the  court,  prior  to  the  act.  Code,  ch. 
124,  sec.  1,  p.  526,  should  have  sent  the  parties  to  law  to  try 
their  title ;  but  by  this  act  a  court  of  equity  may  decide  upon  the 
title  in  suits  for  partition ;  and  this  though  tne  suit  was  com- 
menced before  the  statute  was  enacted.  And  after  allowing  a 
reasonable  time  to  the  parties  for  trial,  should  proceed  to  decide 
the  question,  observing  the  general  rules  of  practice  in  courts  of 
canity  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  facts  either  by  a  jury  or 
ouierwise,  as  m^  be  most  proper.  Currin  &  als.  v.  Spraull  & 
als.  10  Grat.  145. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  NOTES 
To  Ai^(a,)  p.  417,  €mU. 

la  the  form  of  the  decree,  ee  found  on  p.  446, 447,  for  abundant  caution,  a 
clauM  is  insarted  directing  that  the  parties  in  a  partition  suit  be  decreed  to 
txacate  mutual  conToyances  of  the  parcels  of  land  severally  assigned  to 
them ;  and  in  note  (a)  to  that  decree,  English  authorities  are  cited  esub- 
lishing,  that  while  partition  made  at  law  Tests  the  legal  estate  in  the  par- 
ties to  whom  land  is  assigned,  a  partition  in  equity  TesU  only  the  equitable 
rights  Jt  may  be  proper  to  add,  that  in  Virginia,  the  clause  above  referred 
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to  is  not  usually  inserted  in  decrees  of  partition.  In  decrees  drawn  by 
accurate  and  experienced  counsel,  it  is  most  frequently  omitted.  The  wri- ' 
ter  has  seen  no  case  in  which  the  exact  question  determined  by  the  English 
authorities  has  arisen  before  the  Virginia  Court  of  Appeals.  In  all  proba* 
bility,  when  it  does  arise,  because  of  the  almost  universal  practice  omit- 
ting the  clause  above  cited,  our  courts  to  quiet  the  numerous  titles  held 
under  partition  decrees  so  entered,  will  hold  differently  from  the  English 
cases  before  mentioned.  In  a  case  before  Chancellor  Kent,(a)  that  eminent 
Judge  held  that  under  the  terms  of  the  New  York  statute,  the  clause  re- 
ferred to  was  not  necessary ;  the  act  of  New  York  providing  that  all  parti- 
tions  made  under  and  in  virtue  of  the  proceedings  had  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  shall  be  firm  and  effectual  forever ;  and  that  the  final  decree  of 
the  court  for,  or  upon  the  partition,  &c.  should  be  binding  and  conclusive, 
as  absolutely  at  if  $ueh  partition,  SfC,  had  been  tnade  in  a  court  oj  law* 
In  that  case  the  decree  was :  '*  That  the  said  partition  remain  firm  and 
effectual  forever ;  and  that  the  said  parties  respectively  hold  and  enjoy,  in 
severalty,  the  said  portions  of  the  premises  set  apart  and  allotted  to  them 
as  aforesaid." 

By  our  present  statute  in  Virginia,  partition  shonld  only  be  made  in 
courts  of  equity.  See  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  124,  sec.  1,  and  Revisers' 
Report  on  this  section. 


Top.^60  ante. 


On  a  former  page  it  was  stated  that  a  plaintiff  cannot  by  means  of  a  bill 
to  foreclose,  obtain  at .  once  the  whole  effect  of  a  suit  in  equity  upon  the 
mortgage  and  of  a  suit  at  law  upon  the  bond — that  on  the  bill  to  fore- 
close he  will  be  confined  to  the  mortgage  subject,  the  foreclosure  suit  not 
being  intended  to  act  in  per$onam.  In  support  of  this  position,  English 
anthorities  were  alone  cited.  The  doctrine  is  announced  in  II.  Rob.  Pr.  Sdf 
and  reference  is  there  had  to  the  authorities  found  on  p.  360  ante.  It  has 
been  questioned  whether  this  doctrine,  thus  broadly  stated,  prevails  in  Eng- 
land, and  if  it  does,  whether  it  would  prevail  here.  A  writer  of  acknowl- 
edged ability  and  learning  affirms  the  contrary  to  be  the  practice  in  Virginia 
so  far  as  his  own  observation  and  experience  extend.  See  Appendix  to 
Wy  the*s  Reports,  edit  1852,  pp.  419, 20.  This  appendix  is  from  the  pen  of 
William  Green,  Esq.,  of  Culpeper,  and  contains  among  other  useful  essays 
a  learned,  elaborate  and  thorough  discussion  of  the  subject  of  foreclosure 
of  mortgages  in  Virginia. 


{aj  Young  &  ux.  o.  Cooper  &,  al».,  3  John.  Cb.  Rep.  295. 
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The  figures  in  the  body  of  the  following  Index  refer  to 
sections. 

A. 

PAOB. 

Abatement  of  suit,  at  rules,  7, 10. 

Abatement  and  revivor,  ordinary  effBCts  of,  upon  tbe  proceeding's  of 

a  cause  in  the  English  courts,  note,  -  -  183 

Absent  defendants — how  proceeded  against,  78.    When  case  may  be 

tried  or  heard  as  to,  81. 
AeeaufUs,  settlement  of  before  commissionerr,  335,  et  $eq,  -    437, 446 

Decrees  for  settlement  of,         -  -  -       433, 6 

Of  elecutors,  administrators,  guardians,  &c.  -    437, 445 

Accident — cases  in  which  eauity  relieves,  -  -    370, 371 

Action  at  law,  when  directea  by  equity  courts.  333. 
Address  of  bills,  in  England,  27 ;  in  U.  S.  C.  C.,28;  in  Va.  S.  C,  29. 
Adminittrator.    See  MCounU,  Decreet. 
Affidavits  to  bills,  when  necessary,  62. 

Forms  of,  -  -  -    317,318 

To  pleas  when  necessary,    -  -  -    171,  ^1 

Amended  bills.    See  amendments  of  pleadings. 
Amendments  of  answers.    See  amendments  of  pleadings. 
Amendments  of  pleadings,  353, 378. 

Amended  bills— IK  hen  filed,  354,  355, 356, 367, 358, 359, 360. 

Supplemental  bills,  357, 361, 367. 

Bills  of  revivor  3^  371. 

Bills  of  revivor  and  supplement,  372. 

Defences  to  amended  bills,  &c.  373,  376* 

Frame  of  amended  bills,  &c.  378. 

Amendments  of  answers,  378. 

See  supplemental  bills, 
Ahswkr,  in  V.  S.  C.  a  defendant  may  be  allowed  to  file  his  answer 

at  any  time  before  final  decrees,  72. 
«  When  died,  what  the  course  of  plaintifif,  73. 

On  replication  to,  cause  set  for  hearing,  74. 

Exceptions  to,  set  down  for  argument,  75. 

After  second  insufficient  answer,  defendant  may  be  examined 
on  interrop:atories  or  committed,  75. 

General  nature  of  answer,  132, 7. 

Matter  of  answer,  138, 146. 

When  proper  to  file,  132,  137. 

Shoula,  beside  furnishing  the  result  of  an  examination,  state 
the  nature  of  defence  upon  which  defendant  means  to  rely. 
133, 134. 

Should  state  conclusions  to  be  drawn  from  facts  stated,  135. 
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FAQS. 
Atuwer  (cont'd,)  Same  degree  of  accuracy  not'required  in  an  answer 
that  is  required  in  a  bill,  136. 

What  may  be  Bet  forth  in  an  answer,  137. 

Required,  upon  oath,  and  to  be  full,  true,  direct  and  sufficient, 
ife,  139. 

Need  not  be  made  to  matter  acandalous,  impertinent,  &c., 
140,  or  to  any  thing  which  will  subiect  to  penalty,  140,  or 
when  answer  would  involve  breach  of  professional  confi- 
dence, 140,  or  to  facts  respecting  defendants  own  title,  140, 
Should  be  made  to  statements  and  interrogatories  fully,  141, 
limitation  to  this  rule,  142. 

When  answer  should  be  positive,  143. 

Defendant  cannot  avoid  stating  in  answer  his  recollection,  &c., 
144. 

To  the  letter  of  the  bill  not  sufficient,  145. 

Should  not  be  impertinent,  d&c,  146 ;  case  of  impertinence  in 
England,  note  86,  sec.  146. 

Case  of  scandal,  &c.  in  Virginia,  note^         -  -  347 

Form  of  anticer  147, 153. 

Two  or  more  defendants  may  join  in  answer,  147. 

Title  of  answer,  148. 

Prepared  for  five  defendants — not  received  as  answer  of  ttpo  or 

Beginning  of,  150. 
Substance  of,  ISD/aj 

Usually  contains  a  denial  of  combination,  &.c.  151. 
Should  be  Binned  by  counsel  and  defendant,  152. 
Put  in,  under  oath,  saving  answers  of  corporations  aggre- 
gate, 153. 
By  consent,  Quth  dispensed  with,  153. 

Formula  of,        -  -  -  -    389,391 

Formula  of  commencements  of,  -  -389 

V  ..<n  defendant  is  an  infant,  -  -  389 

When  christian  names  of  some  of  the  defendants  have  b«en 

mistated  in  the  bill,  -  -  -  3S9 

By  one  in  hh  own  right,  and  as  administrator  and  guardian.         389 
By  husband  and  wife,  -  -  -  389 

Of  a  BUDpIemental  and  further  answer  -  -  389 

Of  a  plea  and  answer,  -  -  -  389 

Formula  of  introduction  to,  -  -  390 

Formula  of  substance  of,         -  -  -  390 

Formula  of  conclusion  of,        -  -  -  390 

Formula  of  alB davit,  •  -  •     391,401 

Forms  of  answers,  -  .  .    391^  2Sfl 

By  executor  denying  assets,  &c.,  -  -  391 

To  a  bill  of  injunction,  -  -  .394 

Of  niortgapor  to  bill  of  foreclosure,  -  -  396 

Special  rules  of  practice  concerning  answers,  U.  S.  C.  C.       228,230 
Decisions  of  IJ.  S.  Supreme  Court  concerning  answers,  296 

Decisions  of  Va.  Court  of  Appeals  concerning  answers,        243,2Sfl 
When  answer  amended,  and  how,  154,  378. 
When  answer  contains   scandalous   or  impertinent  matter, 

exceptions  should  be  filed,  157. 
See  Exceptions  to  Answers. 
Replication  to,  158 ;  rejoinder  out  of  use,  158. 


•We  have  English  authority  alone  lor  this.     It  has  been  doubted  bj 
eminent  counsel  whether  a  similar  rule  would  be  adopted  here. 
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FAQB 
Appeal  bondi  see  Appeals  ;  also  sections  291, 303. 
Appeals,  from  decisions  of  U.  S.  C.  C.  to  what  court  taken,  284. 
How  obtained,  291. 

From  Virginia  State  Courts,  285, 286, 287,  288, 289, 290. 
How  obtained,  292,  3. 
P«>.tition  for,  293. 

To  whom  petition  presented,  294, 297. 
Matter  and  form  or  petition  for,  295, 296. 
When  appeal  necessary,  283. 
When  allowed,  298,  9 ;  rejected,  298. 
Where  docketed,  300. 

How  transferred  from  one  appellate  court  to  another,  301, 2. 
When  bond  required  on,  ana  how  and  by  whom  bond  taken, 
•303. 

When  appeal  dismissed,  304. 
After  dismission  no  other  appeal  allowed,  304. 
When  revival  on  proper,  and  manner  of  reviving  appeal,  307. 
On  the  trial  of,  save  in  special  cases,  parol  testimony  will  not 

be  heard,  306. 
On  nffirmation  of,  damages  awarded,  310. 
Supreme  Court  ofy  in  Virginia,  its  jurisdiction,  286. 
Special  Court  oft  in  Virginia,  its  jurisdiction,  287. 
Appearance,  when  voluntary,  defendant  may  plead,  a>Bwer,  dia-    ^ 
claim  or  demur,  94.a 
Wj^en  compulsory,  defendant  required  to  answer,  94, 95. 
Appellate  Court,  proceedings  in,  306  ;  when  a  party  dies,  307. 
When  court  will  affirm  .or  reverse  a  decree  or  order.  308. 
Reasons  to  be  stated  in  writing,  wh'*n  Supreme  Court  of 
Appeals  of  Virginia  reverses  or  affirms  a  decree,  309. 
Aasets — equitable,  what,  and  how  distributed,       •  -  371 

What  the  effect  of  provisio  s  of  Code  of  Virginia  on  doctrine 
of  legal  and  equitable  assets,  -  -  371 

Bill  to  marshal,  •  .  -  323 

What  may  be  recovered  by  administrator  de  bonis  non,  371 

Answer  of  executor  denying  assets,  -  -  391 

Assistance  writ  of.  319;  — form  «»f,  -  -  487 

Attachmt^nt,  s.  e  Process  of  Contempt. 
Attach  iient  with  procitimations,  see  Process  of  Contempt. 
Averment  of  juritdiciion.    See  Bills. 

Bail  in  equil}  causes  in  Virginia,      ...  377 

Bills,  several  kin'^s  of,  11, 12,  13, 14. 
Original,  11. 
When  original  bill  should  be  filed  ii>  V.  S.  C.  67,  and  note  1; 

in  U.  S.  C.  C.  265. 
Not  original,  11. 

In  the  nature  of  original  bills,  11. 
Form  of,  original,  24,  63. 
When  taken  fur  confessed  how  cause  proceeded  in,  U*  S.  C 

C  273. 
Of  review,  283, 463. 475,  -  -  -  « 

Of  revivor,  368,  371,  and  supplement,  372. 
Supplemuuial,  357,  361,  367. 
Matter  of  bills,  15,  23. 
Should  state  plaintifT^s  right  accurately,  15. 
Shon  d  contuin  every  essential  fact,  16. 
Should  ^hew  sufficient  matters  of  fact  to  sustain  plaintiff*^ 

case,  17. 
Should  show  that  parlies  defendant  are  liable,  &c.,  18. 
In  bills,  multifariousness  to  be  avoided,  19. 

42 
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Bills,  Shoald  uet  coniain  Kcandalone  or  iu^rtinent  matter,  30. 
To  be  eiimed  by  cuunsei,  62. 
When  affidavit  necessary,  62. 
When  bill  taken  for  confOMed,  69. 

Decisions  of  Court  o^  Appeals  of  Virginia  afibctmg  bills,  ^  250-255 
Decisions  o{  Supreme  Court  of  United  States  afTecting  bills 

inU.  S.  C.C.  -  -  -       296-8 

OF  Review.    Deci»<ionB  of  Court  of  Appeals  of  Virginia  af- 
fecting, -  -  -  -    255-259 
General  Formula  of                 -                       -  -      312-18 
(li  Address  of,  pp.  312,  313 ;  ali^o  sections  27,  32. 

(2)  Names  of  plamtiffs  in,  pp.  312, 313;  also  sections  27, 32. 

(3)  Statement  in,  p.  31 S:  ss.  34,  41. 

(4)  Charge  of  confederacy,  p.  313;  ss.  42,  43. 

(5)  Charging  part,  p.  313 ;  ss.  44, 46. 

•  forms  of,  taken  from  VVhitworth,  pp.  313,315 — Note. 

(6)  Averment  of  jurisdiction,  p.  314 ;  ss.  47,  50. 
{7\  Interrogating  part,  p.  315 ;  ss.  51,55. 

J8)  Prayer  for  relief,  p.  315 ;  ss.  56, 58. 
(^)  Prayer  for  process,  p.  316;  as.  59,  6(). 

(10)  ConclnsioB,  p.  316;  ss.  61, 62. 

(11)  Affidavits,  p,  316,  317,  318;  s.  62. 

To  a  bill  for  injunction,  ict.                    -                       -  317 
To  a  bill  of  interpleader,                          -                        -  317 
To  a  bill  to  perpetuate  testiniuuy,          -                        -  317 
To  abill  of  diacoverv«       ...  317 
To  a  cross-bill,         *          -                      -                       -  318 
To  11  bill  of  review,            -                       .                       .  318 
lOR-'dS  or  :  Bill  of  forecloanrc  of  mortgage  in  U.  S.  C.  C  319 
;  bill  of  foreclosure  in  V.  S.  C.         -                      -  321 
*'          ;  bill  for  specific  performance  of  ogreement  by  ven- 
dor against  vendee,.                      -                       -  322 
:  bill  by  simple  contract  creditors  against  adfninis- 

trators,  &.c.,  to  marshal  assets,  -  -  323 
-.  bill  by  a  landlord  against  lessee /</r  pearsy  for 
waste,  with  prayer  for  special  relief  and  for  in- 
junction. ...  236 
;  bill  by  next  of  kin  for  account,  -  -  329 
;  bill  of  injunction  to  injoin  the  creation  of  a  nnisdmce,  331 
;  bill  for  partition,  ...  335 
;  bill  of  injunction  to  prevent  infringement  of  copy- 

ri-litr,                        -                        -                        *  336 

;  bill  for  divorce,         -                       -                       -  340 

•'           ;  bill  to  perpetuate  tesliniony,          -                        -  342 

•'           ;  bill  of  review,            -                        -                        -  343 

;  bill  by  husband  of  legatees  against  on  executor 

for  payment  of  legacy,                 -                       -  344 

;  bill  of  interpleader,                                               -  345 

;  bill  of  discovery,      -                                               -  347 

:  cross  bill,                  -                      -                      -  24S 

;  supplemental  bill,    -                      >                      -  350 

"          ;  amended  bill,           -                      -                      .  35X 

*'          ;  bill  of  revivor,          -                      -                       -  351 

;  EnglJshbiH,              -                       -                       -  377 

rORMS  or  STATEMENTS  lU,  -  -  -     353,4 

In  bills  for  specific  performance  by  vendor,      -  -353 

In  bill  for  lease  or  sale  of  land  of  persons  under  disability  in 

Virginia,             -                      *                      -                      -  354 

FORMS  OF  1KTERR06AT0R1X9  IK,  •354,356 
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Bills  (confd.) 

See  interrogatories  in  bills. 

FORMS  OF  PRATERS  IN,  -  -  -356,359 

See  Practical  Notes  on  bills  and,  -  -  359, 377 

BoiTD,  on  appeal  from  Virginia  S.  C,  s.  303. 
On  appeal  from  Ij.  S.  C  C,  s.  291. 

Not  required  in  V.  S.C.,  when  appeal  proper  to  protect  estate 
of  a  decedent,  of  a  convict  or  insane  person,  a.  303. 
Boundaries,  settlement  of,  by  courts  of  equity,  in  what  cases  juris- 
diction exercised,  -  -  -  376 
Certiorari,                         -                  -                      -                      -  475 
Charging  part  of  bill,  8.  44,  46,  usually  omitted  in  U.  S.  C.  C. 

and  V.  S.  C,  s.  46 
Circuit  Courts  of  Vir°:inia,  original  jurisdiction,  X.,  appellate 

jurisdiction,  289.  290. 
Circuit  Courts  of  United  States,  original  jurisdiction,  X.,  a*)- 

pellate  jurisdiction,  284. 
Co-defendants,  decrees  between,  245,  and  note. 
Commissioners  in  Chancery  :   Their  duties  on  reference  of  ac- 
counts for  settlement,  334,  348. 
Notice  of  time  of  s&ttlement,  335 ;  how  notice  served,  note  12 

to  sec.  335. 
When  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  the  reference  must  be  presented   to  com- 
missioner, 336. 
Party  failing  to  attend  commissioner  after  notice, subjects  him- 
self to  process  of  contempt,  337. 
Commissioner  may  adjourn  his  proceedings  from  time  to  time 

without  new  notice,  338. 
Report  retained  by  commissioner  ten  davs  after  completion, 

in  V.  S.  C.  338. 
When  commissioners  in  U.  S.  C;  C.  may  proceed  exparte^ZdO. 
Parties  may  bo  examined   on   oath,  340;    how  examination 

conducteil,  340. 
Parties  may  be  required  to  produce  books,  &,c.,  341. 
How  examination  of  witnesses  taken,  342 ;   new  notice  not 

necessary,  342. 
How  attendance  of  witnesses  compelled,  343. 
On  failure  to  attend,  process  against  witness,  344  ;  limitation 

of  rule  in  V.  S.  C.  345. 
In  what  form  parties  accounting  before  masters  in  U.  S.  C.  C, 

are  required  to  bring  in  accounts,  346. 
What  affidavits,  may  be  read  before  mnster  in  U.  S.  C  C,  346. 
Uow  reports  made  up  arid  returned,  347,  348;  what  necessary 

when  master  doubts  as  to  any  point  raised,  347. 
Exceptions  to  reports  when  allowed,  349;  nature  of,  351:  if 
overruled  costs  given  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  350. 
Committee — see  Bills  and  Memoranda. 
Condition  of  bond  on  appeal  in  U.  S.  C.  C,  note  to  sec.  291. 
Condition  of  bond  on  appeal  in  V.  S.  C.  303. 
Consolidation  of  cross  and  original  suits,  461 . 
Contempt — see  Process  of  Contempt. 

Convict,  when  appeal  is  for  benefit  of,  in  V.  S.  C.  no  bond    re- 
quired, 303. 
^^Py"glitSi  appeals  from  decisions  in  U.  S.  C  C.  concerning,  284. 
CotporationSt  how  served  with  process,  5. 

Aggregate^  answer  on  oath  not  required  of,  153. 

Process  of  contempt  against,  86. 

Distringas  against,  86 ;  form  of  distringas,  note  (27,)  86, 
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Sequestration  a^ott,  cannot  be  stayed  by  appearance,  86. 
CoviTTT  AND  Corporation  Codbts  op  Virginia,  their  original 
iuriisdiction,  Introduction,  XL,  their  appellate  jurisdiction, 

CbnrtB,  see  Countt  and  Corporation  Courts,  &c.,  Circitit 
Courts  op  Virginia,  Circuit  Courts  op  U.  States,  Ap- 

PBALS,  (SUPRXMB  CoURT   OP,)  (SPECIAL  CoURT  OF,)  DIS- 
TRICT Courts  op  Virginia* 

Ckom  Bills,  14.  when  necessary  to  file,  166,  451,  453. 

When  brought  to  obtain  discovery  or  relief,  452. 

Why  necessary  to  file,  463. 

Sometimes  required  to  enable  a  defendant  to  araal  himself  of 
defence,  454 ;  to  enable  defendant  to  obtain  decree  against 
a  co-defendant,  454. 

Jaris/'iction  of,  not  ousted  by  a  dismission  of  original  bill,  456. 

What  cross  bill  should  state,  456. 

In  a  cross  bill  a  party  cannot  question  what  he  has  admitted 
in  his  answer,  456. 

Form  of,  like  original  bill,  457. 

Form  of,  -  -  -  -  349 

D^ente  to  ero99  hiUt^  458, 463. 

Plaintiff'  in  original  bUl,  may  plead,  answer  or  demur,  458. 

What  pleas  do  not  lie,  458^  and  noU  (54.) 

Plaintiff  in  original  bill  not  compelled  to  answer  until  cross 
bill  is  answered,  459;  how  this  priority  lost,  459. 

When  cross  bill  taken  for  confessed,  its  effect,  460. 

Court  may  order  cross  and  original  suits  to  be  heard  to- 
gether, 461. 

Hearing  of  original  eause  not  suspended,  when,  461  i 

Sometimes  directed  at  hearing  of  original  bill,  462. 
Dteadent's  estates,  disposition  of  assets  of,  p.  371,  see  adrnmitlnaor, 

Dbcbebs.  distinction  between  decrees  proper  and  interlocutory  or- 
ders, 237. 

Definition  of,  2S9. 

Either  interlocutory  or  final,  240;  what  interlocutory?  240, 
and  mOe  (4,)  final  f  240,  and  naU  (5.) 

First,  rarely  final,  241 ;  course  taken  in  certain  cases,  241 ; 
feigned  issues,  note  (6J  sec.  241. 

When  preliminary  inquiries  directed  and  by  whom  made,  242, 
243. 

CondMoHal,  in  English  Courts,  244;  such  decrees  not  mado 
by  Virginia  State  Courts,  244. 

Niti  in  V.  8.  C  note  to  sec.  244. 

May  be  made  by  one  defendant  against  another  defendant, 
245 ;  limitation  of  rule,  245. 

Form  of,  246,  253. 

(1)  date  and  title,  247 ;  in  English  courU,  247 ;  in  U;  S.  C.  C. 
and  V.  S.  C.  247. 

(2)  Recitals,  in  English  courts  248;  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  249;  in  V. 
S.  C.  250. 

(3)  Ordering  part,  251. 

(4)  Declaratory  part,  252. 

Forms  op,  in  special  cases.  -  -    429,491 

Decrees  in  United  States  Courts,  -  -    429,430 

General  formula,  249,  -  -  -  429 

Decree  for  account,  ...  429 

Order  granting  injunction  in  copyright,  -  429 

Decrees  perpetuating  injunction  cases,        -  •490 
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General  formula  of  decrees,  -  -  430 

Formula  of  decree  in  which  guardian  ud  litem  assigned  infant 

in  court,  answer  filed,  &c.  -  430 

Formula  when  absent  and  unknown  defendants  and  guardian 

assigned  infant  defendants  at  rules,  -  -  431 

Formula  when  bill  taken  for  confessed  as  to  defendants,  an- 
swers of  the  remainder;  depositions,  &c.  -  431 
Reviving  suit  against  personal  representative  of  one  defend- 
ant and  real  representations  of  another,                             -  432 
Formula  of  entry  in  case  of  a  friendly  bill  and  answer,      -     ^     432 
JOeerees  respecting-  infants^  insane  persons^  Spc,                           -    457,  462 
Orders  on  motion  for  additional  security  against  guardian,        457,  8 
Infants,  plaintiflfs,  arrived  at  age,                   -                      -            459 
Orders  concerning  insane  person?.               -                       -    459, 462 
Orders  concerning  injwtctioHS^                                -                      -        462, 3 
Order  of  injunction  restraining  waste,           -                       -           462 
**      of  injunction  to  stay  proceedings  at  law.        ^           -           462 
"    dissolving  injunction  to  judgment  and  dismissing  bill,  463 
*'    dismissing  bill  after  dissolution  of  an  injunction,        -  463 
"    perpetuating  injunction,                         -                      -  463 
Decrees  concerning  husband  and  wife,                   -                      -       465,  8 
Decree  for  divorce  a  vinculo,  d^c.                  -                      -           465 
Same  in  a  cause  in  which  ottorncy  general  was  made  a  party,       466 
Decree  for  divorce  and  alimony,                    -                      -           467 
Order  for  payment  to  plaintifl*  during  suit  for  divorce,        -  467 
Decrees  respecting'  wills,                   -                     -                     -     469,  71 
Decree  construing  will,            ,                      _                      -  469 
Decree  for  specijie  performance,       -                      -                      -           471 
Decree  for  specific  performance,                     "                      -            471 
Another  decree        do.        do.                        -                      -           471 
Decrees  for  accounts,                      ...     433, 446 
Decree  for  settlement  of  accounts  generally,                       -           433 
Decree  for  settlement  of  admon.  and  guardianship  accounts 

of  intestate,  &.C.  -  -  -^  433 

Decree  overruling  some  exceptions  to  u  report,  sustaining 
a  part  of  one  of  them  and  directing  payment  of  balances 
found  due  on  .oetticmcnt  of  administration  and  guardianship 
accounts,  ...  434 

Decree  for  settlement  of  executorial  or  administration  accounts,  435 
Decree  for  distribution  of  estate  after  retinn  of  commissioner's 
report  under  last  decree,       -  .  -  435 

Ojsciugbs  respecting  ^artition^  S^c.  -  -       446, 9 

Decree  appomting  commissioners  to  allot  shares,  &c.        -  446 

Decree  confirming  commissioners  report  and  directing  convey- 
ances, ,  -  -  -  446 
Ij^  See  note  to  this  form  on  p.                      -                      -  492 
Decree  directing  commissioners  in  another  case  to  allot  shares,    447 
Decree  directing  sale ;  commissioners  having  reported  land  in- 
divisible in  kind,                    -                     -                      -  448 
Decrees  for  foreclosure  of  mortgages,  Sfc, 

Decree  for  foreclosure  of  mortgage  and  sale  of  property,  -  451 

Commissioners  appointed  by  preceding  order    report    si^e, 

sale  confirmed  and  decree  for  conveyance,  -  452 

Decree  for  payment  of  plaintifTs  debt  out  of  proceeds  of  sale, 

and  directing  defendant  to  check  for  the  residue,  -  453 

Decree  for  account  under  bill  for  equity  of  redemption,  &c.  454 

Decree  requiring  plaintiff  (mortgagor)  to  pay  mortgagee  amount 
found  due,  and  in  default,  a  sale  of  premises  directed,  454 

42* 
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Decree  iu  suit  for  specific  performance  by  asRignee  for  value  ag^aiast 

assii^nor,  vendor  and  vendee,                      -                      -  473 

Orders  removing  cause  from  county  or  corporation  courts,           -  475 

Orders  for  removal  of  cause  from  county  to  a  circuit  ccurt,          >  475 

Order  for  removal  from  one  circuit  court  to  another,                      -  476 

Order  changing^  plaintiffs  to  make  them  witnesses,  -  476 
Order  in  partition  suit  moving  cause  to  circuit  court,  dividend  of 

parly  exceeding  $900,           -                                             -  477 

Order  appointing  guardian  ad  litem,                        -                      -  477 

Rule  to  speed,               .                      -                      -                      -  478 

Defendanti*  death  suggested  and  rule  to  speed,        -                       -  478 

Order  dismissing  suit  after  rule  to  speed,                -                      -  ^S 

Order  for  payment  of  money  to  plaintiff  pending  suit,                 -  478 

Order  for  party  to  pay  money  in  court,                   -                       -  479 

Order  to  lend  out  money,       *             -                      •                      -  479 

Order  changing  next  friend  of  plaintiff,  &c.             •           >           -  479 

Order  allowing  creditor  to  pretisr  his  claim,             *                      •  480 

Rule  for  security  for  costs,                 .                      .                      _  480 

Order  depriving  father  end  mother  of  custody  of  child,                 -  480 

Order  removing  cause  to  a  cirenit  court  of  the  United  States,  -  481 
Orders  relating  to  ahsvirers,  ...  481,482 
Orders  relating  to  process  of  contempt  to  compel  answer,  '  ^2*  3 
Orders  relating  to  process  of  contempt  to   compel   obedience   to 

decrees,  ....       484,5 

Order  granting  Ica^e  to  re-examine  witnesses,         •                     -  485 

Demurrer  to  bill  sustained,  &c.         -                     -                     -  485 

Leave  granted  to  amend  bill,              ...  485 

Motion  to  file  a  bill  of  review  overruled,                 -                     -  486 

Revival  of  cause  by  consent,  -  -  -  -  486 
Decisions  of  Virginia  Court  of  Appeals  affecting  decrees  in  lOth 

Grattan,  -  -  -      490,91 

Decree,  nisi,  form  of,  when  entered,  68. 

Decision  of  Appellate  Court,  entered  and  execution  thereon,  313. 
Defendants,  at  sent  or  unknown,  how  proceeded  against  in  V.  S.  C. 

78. 

When  defendani'49  appearance  should  be  entered  in  U.  S<  C. 
C.a71. 

When  required  to  file  his  plea,  demurrer  or  answer,  272. 

If  arrestod  under  process  o(  attachment  when  released,  S74- 

Formerly  not  bound  to  answer,  unless  specially  interrogated, 
in  U.  S.  C.  C.  277 ;  different  rule  at  present,  -  242 

Default  of  appearance,  bill  taken  for  confessed,  Adc,  69. 
Demurrer,  when  used,  97 ;  nature  of  98;  what  it  admits  as  true  in 
bill,  99. 

It  may  be  to  the  relief  prayed,  the  discovery  or  both,  100. 

May  object  to  bills  for  relief,  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the  court, 
personal  disability,  want  of  interest,  absence  of  liability  on 
part  of  defendant,  that  the  partv  is  not  entitled  to  the  relief    * 
prayed  for,  deficiency  of  the  bill,  and  impropriety  of  multi- 
plymg  suits,  or  confounding  distinct  subjeett  in  the  bill,  101. 

Objections  by,  to  bills  for  discovery,  102. 

Form  of,  103,  in  E.  C,  U.  S.  C.  C  ,  V.  S.  C.  103. 

General,  104. 

Form  of  special,  105. 

Speaking,  nature  and  effect  of,  106. 

Specinl  rules  of  in  U.  S.  S.  C.  and  V.  C  C.  107. 

When  sust'iined  or  overruled,  108,  •  -  227 

To  bills  other  than  original,  109,  ••  -  250 

Procedure  on,  in  £•  C.  in  U.  S,  C.  C.  in  V.  S.  C,  110,  71. 
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Dc'murrer  (coDt*d)  When  filed,  course  of  plaintiffi  175 ;  m  cue  of 
neglect  by  plaintifT,  176. 
When  overruled,  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  177 ;  in  V.  S.  C.  777. 
When  sustained,  178,  in  U.  S.  C  C.  178 ;  in  V,  SI  C.  178- 
To  interrogatortes,  229. 

Certificate  of  counsel  necessary  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  276. 
Depositions,  (see  Etidbnce)  how  talcen  in  U.  S.  C.  C  208, 317. 
How  taken  in  V.  S.  C  218, 223. 

Form  of,  -  -  419,28 

DiscLAiHER,  nature  of,  159, 194. 
Distinct  from  answer,  160. 

Form  of,  and  proceedings  on,  161,  iQQ,  163,  •  397 

Discontinuance,  see  Abatement. 
Discovery,  see  Bills. 

Dismission  of  suit  at  rules,  7, 8, 9,  •  403 

Of  suit,  plaintiff  failing  to  mature  his  suit,  76. 
Of  bill,  after  dissolution  of  injunction,  when,  411.  -  463 

Dissolution  of  injunction,  order  for,  410;  when  bill  to  stand  diS" 
missed  alter  dissolution  of  injunction,  411 ;  appeal  from  order 
of  dissolution,  412. 
Distributee's  suit  against  executor,  -  -    371, 329 

District  Courts  of  Virginia,  appellate  jusisdiction  of,  288. 
Distriogas,  writ  oi;  when  issued,  86;  form  of,  note  (27)  to  sec.  €6. 
Divorce,  form  of  bill  for,  ...  340 

Documents  production  of,  how  compelled,  224,  225, 228. 
Dower,  ....  368 

Equitable  assets,  see  Atsett, 
Equitable  jurisdiction,  VII.  once  attaching  not  lost  by  the  enactment 

of  statutes  granting  a  remedy  at  common  law,  VII. 
Equity  of  redemption,  -  -  361,454,456 

Evidence,  when  introduced  in  equity,  197,  281 ;  rules  of,  198 ;  of 
defendant  admissible,  199  !  of  plaintiffs  inadmissible,  199 ; 
how  evidence  of  plaintiff  may  be  introtlaced,  200;  state* 
ments  of  defendant  to  be  taken  as  true,  201 ;  may  be  contro- 
verted, 201 ;  is  taken  in  writing,  202;  practice  in  E.  C.  203 ; 
in  U.  S.  C:  C.203 ;  in  V.  S.  C.  203;  need  relate  only  to  the 
points  in  issue,  204, 205 ;  documentary,  206. 
How  taken,  207,  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  208,209,  210,211,  212,213, 

214  215. 
Time  allowed  for  taking,  216 ;  proceedings  when  returned  to 
clerk's  office,  216;   how  evidence  may  be    taken    before 
issue,  217. 
How  taken  in  V.  S.  C.  218;  a  comrnission  when  required, 
219 ;  when  depositions  are  taken,  220 ;  when  to  be  returned, 
ti21 ;  by  whom  depositions  to  be  taken,  222;  proceedings 
when  witnesses  live  beyond  the  state,  223. 
Witnesses  compelled  to  attend  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  224 ;  in  V.  S.  C. 

225  227  228. 
Productions  of  documents  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  224 ;  ia  V.  S.  C.  226. 
See  (Depositions.) 

Effect  of  answer  as  evidencC|  s.  201,  401 

Effect  of  plea  as  evidence,  -  •  401 

Examination  of  party — see  Bills,  Commissioners  in  Chancery. 
Exceptions,  to  answers  when  filed,  ss.  l86, 187,  in  U.  6.  C.  U^  s.  210. 
When  proper,  s.  188,  in  U.  S.  C.  C,  s,  280. 
How  prepared  and  signed,  s.  189. 
Form  of,  s.  190 ;  p.  398. 

When  set  for  argument  in  U'S.  C.  C,  s.  191 ;  in  V.S.  C^  e,  191, 
If  sustained,  Pf:.  192, 193. 
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ExceptiouB  to  reports — Sec  Commissioners  in  Chancery. 
Execution  of  Decree. 

When  for  the  payment  of  money,  may  be  enforced  in  the  same 
way  as  judgments  at  common  law,  s.  316 ;  other  decrees  or 
orders  may  be  enforced  by  process  of  contempt,  s.  316 ;  and 
in  some  cases  by  writ  of  assistance,  s.  316. 
See  Final  ProeesM. 

In  U.  S.  C.  C,  when  decree  for  performance  of  specific  act,  s. 

317;  writ  of  attachment,  s.  31/;  writ  ofsequestration,  8.317. 

In  V.  S.  C,  in  such  cases,  s.  318,  rule  to  shew  cause,  s.  318; 

attachment,  s.  318 ;  subsequent  process  of  contempt,  s.  318. 

Writ  of  assistance,  in  Englisn  courts,  s.  319,  in  V.  S.  C,  s.  320, 

inU.  S.  C.  C.,8.  321. 
When  a  person  not  a  party  may  compel  execution  of  decree 
in  U.  S.  C.  C,  s.  32^,  when  compelled  to  obey  decre  in  do., 
S.323. 
Execution,  writs  of,  see  Final  Proeets. 
Executors  and  administrators — See  assets,  decedents. 
Fees,  of  the  clerk  in  appellate  courts,  s.  312. 
Feme  coverts — sue  in  equity  br  next  friend,  ix.    See  Practical  Notes  on 

BilU-^  Dower ^  and  Iiutband  and  Wife. 
Fierifacias,  sec  Final  Process. 

Final  Process.     See  Execution  of  Decree,  Process  of  Con- 
tempt. 
Form  of  fieri  facias,         -  -  -  -       48g 

**        Venditioni  exponas.  .  -  -       499 

**         Writ  of  assistance,  -  -       487 

Writ  of  elegit,  -  -       489 

Foreclosure  of  mortgages,  -  -  -359,360 

Frand,  -  -368,369 

Freedom,  suit  for  ...         374 

Guardians  ad  litem,  how  and  when  appointed  in  U.  S.  C.  C,  s.  275. 
Appointed  by  the  clerk  at  rules  in  V.  S.  C,  s.  77,  order  ap- 
pointing in  term  time,  -  -  -       477 
Hearing,  cause  m  equity,  in  England,  s.  234,  in  U.  S.  C.  C,  s.  234, 
in  V.  S.  C,  8.  234. 

Mode  of,  similar  to  course  in  actions  at  common  law,  s.  335. 
Heir  and  devisee.  See  Distributee. 

Husband  and  wife,  decrees  concerning,  -    465,  S 

Practical  notes,     .  -  -  -    468,9 

See  Divorce^  Feme  Covert^  also  -  -        374 

Idiots  and  Lunatics,  how  thev  should  sue,  ix. 
Defendants.     See  answers,  demurrers,  pleas. 

Inadequacy  of  price,  ...        3^9 

Infants — sue  by  their  next  friend,  p.  IX.  (Introduction.) 

'*         defendants,  guardian   ad   litem   to,  may  be  appointed  at 
rules,  s.  77,  guardian  ad  litem  may  be  compelled  to  act,  s.  77,  ap- 
pointed in  court,  -  -  -  -        477 
Informations,  s.  64,  €6,                          ...  3ig,  315 
Injunctions,  see  396,  400, 412 ;  also  practical  notes^  on  bills* 

Bills  for  should  be  sworn  to,  403 ;  form  of  affidavit,  -  319 

Bills  for  should  be  filed  before  process  issues,  403;  note  (1,) 

to  sec.  67. 
Forai  of  bill  of  injunction,  -  -    336, 331 

In  V,  States  Circuit  Courts,  [LV.]  -  -  233 

Practical  notes  on  injunctions,  -  364,368 

Order  granting  injunction,        -  462 

Order  dissolving  injunction,    -  •>  463 
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Iir/VffOTiOMS  (cont'd)  Order  ^ntin^  injanction  in  case  of  copyright,    429 
Decree  for  perpetual  injunction  restraining  infringeuieut  of 

copyright,  -  -  -  430 

Decree   for   perpetual   injunction    restraining   infringement 
of  copyriffht,  and  for paymenr  of  profits,*  -  430 

Interlocutory  applications,  379;  by  motion,  379;  by  petition,  379. 
See  motiont  and  petittom. 

Injunctions,  and  .  -  -  -     400, 20 

See  billMt  decreet,  and  decreet  and  orders. 
Interlocutory  proceedings,  a.  195. 
Interrogating  part  of  bills:  s.  61. 

Interrogatories^  8l)ecial,  not  now  necessary  in  U.  S.  C.  C,  s.  53,  nor 
necessary  in  V.  S.  C,  s.  54. 

Order  to  bring  in  defendant  in  V.  S.  C,  to  answer,  b.  82, 87. 
Demurrer  to,  s.  229. 

Decisions  of  Court  of  Appeals  of  Virginia  affecting  interroga- 
tories, ....  277 
Issue,  may  be  of  law  or  fact,  or  both,  s.  196. 

When  of  net  to  be  prored  by  evidence,  s.  197.  Rules  of  evidence, 
8. 198.  Party  defendant  may  be  required  to  give  evidence,  s.  199, 
Not  so  as  to  plaintiff,  a.  200.  Ilo%v  a  co>plaintiff  may  be  introduc- 
ed as  a  witness,  s.  201.  When  statement  of  defendant  to  be  taken 
as  true,  s.  201.  Maybe  controverted,  s.  201.  Mode  of  taking  evi- 
dence in  equity,  s.  202,  in  English  Courts,  s.  203,  in  U.  S.  C.  C, 
8. 203,  in  V.  S.  C,  s.  203. 
Issues  out  of  Chancery,  when  directed,  as.  241,  326,  how  proceeded 
in,  326, 328, 329, 330, 331, 332. 

Plaintiff  in  isssue  may  suffer  non-suit,  *  •       331 

Feigned  issues,  not  directed,       -  •       327 

For  trial  of  usual  provision  of  decree,  n.  4  to  s.  628,  re* 
*    strictions  imposed.  Ibid, 
On  trial  of,  bill  of  exceptions  will  not  lie,  s.  330. 
Result  of  trial  of  issues,  certified,  together  with  any  special  circum- 
stances, s.  339. 
Application  for  a  new  trial,  to  whom  made,  a.  332. 
Insane  person,  when  appeal  for  benefit  of  no  bond  required,  s.  303.  la) 
loterpleader— Bills  of— 422, 426 ;  defence  to,  427,  428;  forms  of  bill,      345 
Affidavit  to  bill  of,  -  .  .  317 

Demurrer  to  bill  of,  -  -  •  383 

Jurisdiction  of  the  several  courts,  see  titles  Cireuii  Courts  of  Vtr- 
ffinia,  Covnly  and  Corporation  Courts  of  Virfrinia,  JHs- 
triet  Courts  of  Virginia^  Courts  of  Appeals  of  Virginia. 
CircuU  CourU  of  Ike  United  States.  ^     ^-o   — » 

•/tiry,  at  bar  of  Chancery  Court,  to  try  issue,  326. 

In  case  of  issue  upon  a  plea,  179. 
Justice  of  the  peace  may  take  depositions,  222.  •  419 

Lending  out  money ;  order  directmg,  -  .  479 

Lunatic,  77 ;  also  p.  457,  46 ;  and  insatie  defendants* 
Marriage— see  husband  and  wife. 
Marshalling  assets — bill  for,  p.  323;  see  p.  371, 2. 
Masters — ^see  Commissioners, 
Memoranda— form  of,  instituting  suit  in  V.  S.  C.  1 ;  p.  402,  403, 

{notes.) 
Mortgages — see  foreclosure  of  mortgages. 
Motions,  380, 382. 


(a)  See  note  (a)  to  petitions,  post. 
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MMfatiom»ue9$i  in  bills,  19. 

Uemorrer  for,      -  -  -  -  383 

Hunes  of  nluintififi,  how  set  forth,  30,  31,  33. 

How  introduced  io  EngUnd,  U.  8.  C.  C.  and  V.  S.  C.  33. 
How  introduced  id  creditor'a  bill,  note  27,  to  sec  33. 
Ne  Exeat,  writa  of-413, 420. 

Not  used  in  Virsiuia,  416. 

See  bail  iuequitj  in  Virginia,  377 

Prayer  in  hiil  to  obtain,  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  -  •  339 

New  triiil  motion  for,  in  issues  out  of  chancery,  330. 

When  a  second  or  third  trial  may  be  granted,  332. 
Next  friend — of  married  woman,  IX. 

Of  infant,  IX. 
Notary  pnblic  may  take  deposilions,  222,  -  -  449 

Notice  to  adverse  party,  (on  taking  out  a  separate  commission  in  U. 

S.  C.)  to  appear  and  fill  cross  interrogatories,  -  420 

Ifotice  to  take  depositions  in  V.  S.  C.  -  -  426 

NcHee  by  commisKioners  of  da^  and  jilace  of  taking  accounts,  335 ; 
now  served  when  itarties  reside  in  Virginia,  in  V.  S.  C,  note 
(12)  10  sec.  335 ;  if  court  so  direct  in  its  decree,  notice  may 
lie  given  by  adveriisement,  ibidi  when  parties  reside  out  of 
Virginia,  notice  given  by  advertisement,  ibid. 
Personal  service  of  notice  on  parties,  or  their  solicitors  required 
in  all  cases,  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  note  (12)  to  sec.  335. 
Order  of  publication  against  absent  or  unknown  defendants,  78, 79, 

80,  ol. 
OrderM  and  Decreet.    See  Decrkks* 
IMginal  bills — see  bills. 

In  the  nature  of  a  supplemental  bill,  &c.,  365,  and  note. 
Parceners^see  PariiU^n ;  also  p.  449. 
Parties  to  suits  in  equity,  who  sliould  be  made,  VIII.,  IX.,  pp.  230, 

2,281,293,308,9. 
Por/tes,  when  examined  on  oath  before  master  or  commissioner, 
340,  346 ;  bow  examination  conducted,  340, 346 ;  if  they  fiul 
to  answer,  commissioner  to  report  fact  to  court,  ibid, 
y  Required  to  produce  books  ana  papers,  dLc.  before  commie- 

sioner,  341 ;  on  failure  fact  reported,  341. 
Accounting  before  master  in  U.  S.  C.  C. ;  their  duty,  346. 
Partnership — see  practical  notes  on,  -  -  372 

Peace— bin  of,  -  -  -  -  376 

Perpetoating  testimony — bill  for,  342. 
Petitione— 363  386;  what  are,  383 ;  when  filed,  383. 
Chief  requisites,  384. 
When  sworn  to  and  hew  signed,  385. 
Of  eourte,  what  ?  380,  382. 

May  be  made  without  notice,  380. 
Special,  what  t  380,  382. 

Should  be  made  after  reasonable  notice,  380. 
Bv  whom  motions  may  be  made,  381. 
When  petition  necessary,  381. 
Not  the  practice  to  institute  suits  by  petition  in  V.  S.  C  (a) 

or  U.  S.  C.  C.  386. 
For  appeal,  296. 

<a)  This  is  strictly  true,  yet  there  are  cases  in  which  the  Statutes  of 
Virginia  have  expressly  provided  that  they  may  be  brought  to  the  notice  of 
n  court  of  equity  by  petition:  as,  to  instance,  in  the  caro  of  a  person  nn- 
lawfuUy  detained  as  a  slave ;  see  Code  of  Virginia,  chap.  106;  abo,  a  pe- 
tition by  a  committee  of  a  lunatic  to  have  his  property  sold,  &c.,  Uode  of 
Virginia,  chap.  85,  sec.  46;  also,  by  claimant  or  escheated  lands,  chap.  113, 
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pArtition— bill  for,         -  -  ...  .395 

Practical  notes,  -  .  368, 447, 449 

Order  and  decrees  respecting,  -  .    4^^  449 

Pleadings— amendments  of,  -  -  *    353, 373 

Pleas,  111-131, 173-180. 

Usually  entered  at  rules  in  V.  S  C.  70 ;  in  U.  S.  S.  C.  265. 

Issue  taken  en,  71 ;  bow  tried,  71. 

Set  down  for  argument,  71. 

General  nature  of,  111 ;  proper  defence  for,  112;  not  of  ne- 
cessity a  single  fact,  11^. 

Affirmative  states  matter  not  apparent  on  the  bill,  113 :  gene- 
ral rule  113 ;  exceptions,  113. 

Negative  denies  the  truth  of  statements  contained  in  the  bill 
113 ;  the  latter  allowed,  113. 

Anomalous  114 ;  nature  of,  114. 

In  general  must  reduce  the  issue  to  a  single  point  115;  double 
plBa  bad,  except  by  leave,  114;  rule  cToes  not  preclude 
several  pleas  to  difierent  partfi  of  bill,  114. 

When  to  be  supported  by  answer  and  oature  thereof.  116  •  in 
U.  S.  C.  C.  116. 

May  be  to  the  relief,  the  discovery  or  both,  117 ;  to  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  court ;  to  the  person  of  plaintiff  or  defendant  • 
in  bar  of  suit ;  to  the  bill,  118.  .    ' 

To  original  bill  for  relief,  118;  to  original  bill  for  diseoverv, 
119 ;  to  bills  not  original,  130. 

Title  of,  120;  how  introduced,  121 ;  extent  of,  122;  in  E.  C. 
U.  S.  C.  C.  and  V.  C.  C.  123 ;  matter  relied  on  and  aver- 
inents,   124;  answer,   125;  signature,  126;    special  rules, 

Form  of,  128. 

When  sustained  and  overruled,  129,  -  -  afi? 

Procedure  on,  131,  -  -  -  401 

When  filed,  course  of  plaintiff,   175 ;  in  case  of  neglect  bv 

plamtiff.  176. 
When  overruled  in  U.  S.  C.  C,  177 ;  in  V.  S.  C  177, 180. 
When  sustained,  178;  in  U.  S.  C.  178;  in  V.  S.  C.  178. 
When  issue  is  taken  on,  in  V,  S.  C.  179 ;  in  U.  S.  S.  C  179. 
Certificate  of  counsel  to,  necessary  in  U.  S.  C  C.  276. 
i'ractical  notes  on  attachments  in  equity,  -  -  »« 

Practical  notes  on  bail  in  equity,  .  377 

PnACTiCAL  Notes  on  Bills,'       -  .  •    359  377 

For  foreclosure  of  mortgage,  -  366, 362*  4W 

o^ecinc  performance,       -  .  3g2  964 

Discovery,  .  .  .  '  3g| 

Injunction  to  judgments  at  law.  -  -  364,966 

Injunction  to  restrain  tenant  for  life  from  carrying  away 
slaves,  .  -  .  ggg 

Injunction  to  restrain  waste,                  -  .  36T 

Injunction  to  stop  or  pTevcat  a  nuisance,  -  "   367, 8 

Injunction  to  prevent  irreparable  mischief,  -  368 

Account,                             ...  3^ 

Dower,         -                      -                      .  .  g^ 

Partition,      -                                           .  -  368L4« 

In  cases  of  fVaud,              -                     .  368,9,376 

mistake,                                   -  .  37I 


Bee.  9;  also,  by  person  having  a  claim  aj^nst  the  commonwealth,  ehap. 
40,  sec.  1,  Code  o!  Virginia. 


508  Index  to  the  Principal  Matters. 


PAGl 
370 
371 
371 


PflACTiCAL  MOTI8  ow  BILLS  XcontM)  accident, 

«         trufttB,               •  -                     " 

u         wills                  "  *                       ~ 

••         ossets  of  decedoDts,  -                      '          m 

•«         partnership,      -  -                      '          m 

"         snretyship.       -  -                      '          m 

"         aspignment,      -  -                      '          m 

•«         set-off,              -  -                      '          ^i 

In  suits  for  freedom,          -  -                      *          *;* 

In  suits  by  husband  and  wife,  -                      '          rrt 

In  cases  of  infants,             -,  -                      "           S? 

In  cases  of  idiots  and  lunatics,  -                      -          ^^ 

In  suits  by  or  against  comnH>nwealtli,  &c.  -          ^o 

In  suits  to  settle  boundaries,  -                     '           ™ 

Quia  timet,                       -  -                     '          m 

Ofpesce,                           -      ^  "      ^^   ^^r    ", 
PBACTICAL  Notes  oh  Decrkes.    See  Decree$,pp,  437,  445;  also 
pp.  449. 451,  452. 453,  455,  457. 

For  accounts  generally,           -  -                     "           «' 

For  accounts  of  executors,  &c.  -                   *>'i  «^»  ^ 

For  accounts  of  guardians,  -                                 IS 

For  accounts  of  uustees,        -  -                     -           *^ 

For  partition,       ^                     -  -            ^Ik^t'HV^ 

For  foreclosure  of  mortgages,  -               45^ ^, *i»»*^J 

Concerning  injunctions,            -  *                     -      Wj 

Concerning  »»u8band  and  wife,  -                     *      ^^y. 

Concerning  wills,                      -  "           JJJ 

ForspeciBc  performance,        -  -                     -           4/1 
Prayer  for  process  in  bills— see  Bills. 

Prayer  for  relief  in  billn — see  Bills.  «  o,    qt   oi 

Paocbedihgs  at  Rules — ^in  Virginia  State  Courts,  67, 81,  o7,  9i. 
pp.  402, 406. 

In  U.  8.  C.  Courts,  92.  ^^     .    ^,_ 

PBOCEss-Af^ne.  in  U.  S.  C.  Court,  ^'li^Vil 

InVAO-                            -  "                             "     4IU.  410 

Vi^.  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  and  »r.  S.  C.  _-                      -     486^«» 

ProecMt  of  contempt  in  Virginia  State  Coorts,  82, 80,  -      *^^};% 

InUsJ.  C.  Courts,                  -  -                      "IS 

Proclamation— attachment  with,       -  /               .       -           *" 
Production  of  books,  papers,  die,  before  commissioner  required,  041. 
Publication— see  Order  of  Publication. 

Quia  iimet^hiW,          -                      •  -                      '           fX 

Rebellion,  writ  of,          -                      -  -                      -           4W 
Receivers,  397.                        m          oar 
Record,  matters  of— when  evidence,  200. 

Records,  printing  of,                            -  -                      '    ^m  IS 

Redemoiion- Equity  of.          ,^      '  '                      -    dW,  4M 
Re-examination  of  witnesses,  232 
Reference  of  accounts  to  masters  or  commiasioners,  and  proccediDM 

under  same,                           -  -                      "    *»5,  J4o 
0ee  AecovntM, 

Re-hearing  of  cause,  260, 261. 

Rejoinder  to  replication  out  of  use,  185.  ...  .  ,an 
Release  of  errors  at  law— directed  on  granting  injunction,  4t». 
Relief-praver  for— see  B11.L8. 

Removalof  cause,  X.  note  (4.)             -  -      .            4»i,  470,4/0 

Reflicatiom- special,  out  of  nse,  181;  by  what  their  place  sup- 
plied, 181. 

General,  181;  form  of,  181. 
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Replication,  (cont'd.) 

Pla  ntiff'  in  V.  S.  C.  not  compelled  to  file,  182,  181. 

Plairitifi'in  U.  S.  C.  C.  should  file,  182;  consequence  of  not 
filing  replication  or  exceptions,  182. 

Proper  time  to  file  replication,  183,  184. 
Reports — see  Commissioners^  Notice. 

Of  masters,  (fee  how  made  up  and  returned,  in  V.  S.  C.  347  ; 
in  U.  S.  C.  C.  348. 

Papers,  &c.  not  to  be  copied  in  report  to  V.  S.  C.  3i7  ;  such 
matter  expunged  at  commissioners  costs,  347. 

To  U.  S.  C.  C,  master  not  to  state  or  recite  affidavits,  deposi- 
tions, &c.  348  ;  mode  of  refierence  thereto,  348. 

Exceptions  to,  nature  of  exceptions,  351 ;  who  may  file  ex- 
ceptions,-351 ;  may  be  taken  in  V.  S.  C.  either  in  court  or  in 
commissioners'  office,  349  ;  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  to  be  filed  in  the 
clerk's  office,  349 ;  if  exceptions  overruled  in  U.  S.  C.  C 
parly  excepting  to  pay  costs  to  other  party,  350. 

In  V.  S.  C.  do  not  stand  confirmed  as  of  course,  349. 

In  U.  S.  C.  C  if  exceptions  not  filed,  within  one  month  after 
return  of  report,  report  stands  confirmed,  349. 
Review— bills  oJW^^,  Al'i. 

Defence  to  bills  of  review,  473,  475. 

Affidavit  to  bills  of  re\iew,  4t>6,  -  -  3lS 

Revival  of  suit — when  necessary,  88,  89, 

By  Fcirefacins,  88,  89,  90. 

Form  of  scirefucias,  -  -  -     409, 4l(' 

Revivor — bills  ot\  3(38. 

Bill  of  revivor  and  supplement,  -  -  351 

Form  of  bill  of  revivor,  -  -  -  351 

Rule  on  plaintiff  to  mature  his  cause,  76. 

Rule  to  plead — when  given  in  V.  S.  C.  68. 

Rules — of  practice,  adopted  by  U.  S-  Supreme  Court  for  conduct  of 

cuuse-s  in  equity  in  the  U-  8.  Circuit  Courts,  -    219,  242 

In  clerk's  office  in  Virginia  State  Courts,  6,  -        402,  6 

Sale  — order  for,  -  -  -  -  448 

Scandal   and  impertinence  in  hills,  20;  in  answers,  l46.     ^ee.  Ex- 
ceptions. 
Scirefacins — writ  of.     See  Revival. 
Sequestifiiion— writ  of,  81,  -  -  -  416 

W  iien  ordered,  -  -  -  41t} 

Set  for  he.iriiig — ?uit,  by  defendant,  76. 

Set-off,  practitiil  i)(»tt"«  on,  -  -  -  373 

Settlement  ol  bomuiiirie'*,  -  -  -  370 

Slaves — see  Fkkkdom. 

Special  Cduri  of  Appeals — ^jurisdiction  of,  287. 

Speeiiil  reliet— prayers  for,  -  -  -         356,  J' 

Specific  pertoiinance — practical  notes  to  bill  for,  -     362,  364 

Stateinenf^  in  bills,  -  ,  -        353,  4 

Stalii.i:  j)art  of  hill,  34,  41. 
SubpcLria — in  I'nited  Slates  Circuit  Courts,  -  -  409 

How  and  by  whom  served,  '^nfi,  269. 

Memorandnm  at  boftofu  of,  268. 

Ma\  be  PiHHJ  out  st'|)nrMtely  or  otherwise,  267, 
Suit  in  ecjuitv — bow  instituted  in  Engli-^h  courli',  1;  in  V.  S.  C.  I  ; 
in  Vj.  S.  C  C.  1. 

Abatement  wf,  at  ru]e.«,  in  V.  S.  C.  7,  10. 

Disiiiij^sion  ot,  at  rules,  in  V.  S.  C.  7,  8,  9. 

Memoranda  lor,  -  -  -     402,  4":5 

43 
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SciT  tit  E^diTT,  (cont'd.) 

When  loit  in  eqaity  in  V.  S.  C.  mmj  be  let  for  heviag  by  de? 
fendant,  76. 

When  Bttch  suit  may  be  heard,  thoogh  not  ready  ae  to  all  the 
defimdants,  76. 

How  suit  in  equity  defended,  93, 166. 

By  demurrer.  97, 110. 

By  plea.  111«  131. 

By  aniwer,  132, 158, 

By  ditclHimer,  159, 164. 

Bv  cross  bill,  166,  451, 462. 

When  these  defences  may  be  joined  in  V.  S.  C.  166. 

Filing  of  demurrers,  pleas,  dLC.  167, 194. 
Hummons^tn  V.  S.  C.  2.  •  -  -410 

How  executed,  3,  4. 

How  executed  on  a  corporation,  5. 

How  executed  on  husband  and  wile,  note  (3)  to  sec.  3. 
Supplemental  nnswer,  164,378. 

Sutmementat  M//t— when  defects  in  suit  may  be  cured  by  exhibi- 
tion of,  354, 361,  362,  364. 

Will  not  be  allowed  to  introduce  a  completely  new  case,  nor 
to  add  to  the  decree  what  upon  hearing  the  court  hsR  ex- 
cluded from  it,  363. 

Whnt  species  of  facts  render  supplemental  bills  necessary, 
364. 

When  such  bills  unnecessary,  may  be  demurred  to,  364. 

Not  used  when  plaintiff  has  assigned  hiH  whole  interest,  or 
been  deprived  of  it  by  subsequent  event,  364  ;  in  eiicb  CHse, 
orifrintU  bUl  in  nature  of  mpplemental  frtV/ required,  365. 
and  note  (18.) 

What  supplemental  bills  should  state,  366. 

Exception  as  regards  U.  S.  C.  C  note  (19)  to  sec.  366. 

When  supplementttl  bill  may  be  exhibited  by  plaintiff  in  on- 

5i»al  suit  against  a  single  deliendant,  (without  uniting  other 
efendants  in  original  bills,)  366. 
What  answer  supplemental  bills  generally  calls  for,  366. 
To  file  supplemental  hill  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  special  leave,  after  due 
notice  necessary,  367 ;  in  V.  S.  C.  no  leave  required,  367. 
Surcharge  and  falsification —see  AeeounU. 

Suretyship,  practical  notes  on,  -  -  -  372.. 

Taking  bill  for  confessed,  69, 272. 
Tetiimonv — see  Depositions. 

Trusts — Practical  Notes  on,  ...  371 

United  States  Courts— see  **  Bulks  of  Practice,  &c."  ** Proceed- 
ings at  Rules,"  **  Appeals,"  ''Decrees,"  *•  Process,^*  •*Depo-  „ 
sitions."  " 

Unknown  defendants — how  proceeded  against,  78, 81. 
Venditioni  exponas— form  or,  -  -  •  4^ ;. 

Vendor  and  vendee— see  epecifU  performance. 
Widow-— see  Dower, 

Wills<— decree  construing,  ...  4^^, 

Witnesses— examination  of  before  masten  or  comipi^sioiiertf  342, 

May  be  summoned  by  master  or  commissioner,  in  V.  S.  C.  343^^ 
How  aummoned  before  master  in  U.  S.  C.  C.  343. 
Failing  to  attend,  or  refusing  to  testify,  fact  reported  to  conrW^ 
which  will  compel  attenoance  and  testimony  by  process  of. 
contempt,  344, 346 ;  special  limitation  aa  regards  y.  S.-.C. 
345. 
Write— see  Proeen, 
Writ  of  assistance— 319, 323. 

Fonn  of,  •  •  •  4B7 


^  ERRATA  ET  CORRIGENDA. 

i.  6,  (p.  4J  1. 6,  for  courtM  read  events, 
|.  57,  (p.  23,)  1. 10.  for  course,  read  costs. 

\.  78,  (p.  32,)  1. 21,  after  unknown,  insert  on  affidavit  to  that  ^eck 
).  80,  (p.  32,)  1.  1,  after  teeek  insert  for  four  successive  weeks. 
'.  112,  (p.  51,)  I.  4,  for  bill  read  pfea;  do.  8th  1.  for  they  read  the  plea. 
Tote*  to  0. 118,  (p.  56,)  19th  I.  read  liability  of  the  defendant  to  be  sued. 
Notes  74  and  80,  on  p.  65,  should  be  struck  out. 
f .  261,  (p.  125.)  15th  1.  for  arrested  read  corrected. 
$.  199,  (p.  86,)  14th  I.  strike  out  he. 

$.  78  and  80,  (p.  32,)  notes  18, 20,  for  chapter  171  read  chapter  170. 
Note  {a  J  p.  320.  for  more  than  one  defendant  read  two  or  more  defendants, 
Ho.  5,  p.  4SS,  for  de  bene  eses  read  d^  bene  esse. 
No.  9,  p.  477,  3rd  1.  after  infant,  insert  {or  insane.) 
No.  3J,  p.  483,  7th  1.  J.  W.  H.,  should  read  J.,  W.,  dt  H. 
No.  32, p.  483, 6th  1.  J.  W.  R.,  should  read  J.,  W.,  &  R. 
$.  176,  (p.  75,  6.)    The  omission  noted  has  been  supplied  in  efibct  by 
Code  of  Viri^inia,  chap.  171  ^$.  4th  and  5th,  the  latter  of  which  declares 
among  other  matters,  *'  that  it  the  plaintiff  shall  at  any  time  after  the  de- 
tendant*s  appearance,  fail  to  prosecute  his  suit,  he  shall  be  nonsuited,  aad 
pay  the  defendant,  besides  his  costs,  five  dollars.*'    Before  such  dismis* 
fiion,  a  rule  will  be  necessary.    See  $4. 

180.    For  mih  section  resid  llSth  section. 
255.    10th  1.  for  the  Vice  Chancellor,  read  a  Vice  Chancellor, 
*.  360, 14th  I.  from  the  bottom,  for  mortgagee  read  mortgagees. 
P.  364,  6th.  line  from  bottom,  for  were  read  are. 
P.  371, 2iid.  line  from  bottom,  for  real  read  UgaH^ 
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